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the Kerr-Coolidge bill <H. R. 8163), pertaining to aliens, and 
for the removal of difficulties of becoming American citizens; 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

10651. By Mr. FITZPATRICK: Petition of the Board of 
Supervisors of the County of Westchester, State of New York, 
referring to the appropriation for the erection. of new ar
mories throughout the United States and especially for the 
"City of Mount Vernon, N. Y.; to the Committee .on Military 
Affairs. 
. 10652. By Mr. HILDEBRANDT: Resolution of the Com
.mercial Club of Tolstoy, S.Dak., restricting the importation 
of livestock or livestock products from any foreign country 
harboring foot-and-mouth disease or any other transmissible 
·diseases of livestock which do not now exist in the United 
States; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. 

10653. By Mr. KENNEY: Petition of the Lincoln School 
Parent-Teacher Associ.ation (125 members), endorsing the 
Federal food and drug bill by Mr. COPELAND (S. 5); to the 

· Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
10654. Also, petition of the Lincoln School Parent-Teacher 

Association (125 members>, endorsing the Pettengill bill 
<H. R. 6472) and requesting that it be brought before the 

·House of Representatives for a hearing; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

10655. Also, petition of the Summit Junior High School 
Parent-Teacher Association (267 members), endorsing the 
Federal food and drug bill by Mr. CoPELAND (S. 5); to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

10656. Also, petition of the Summit Junior High School 
Parent-Teacher Association (267 members), endorsing the 

·Pettengill bill <H. R. 6472) and requesting that it be brought 
before the House of Representatives for a hearing; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
· 10657. Also, petition of the William McKinley School 
Parent-Teacher Association of Camden, N.J. (70 members), 
endorsing the Neely-Pettengill bill <S. 3012, H. R. 6472), and 
requesting that it be brought before the House; to the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

10658. Also, petition of Local 377, Brotherhood of Paint
ers, Decorators, and Paperhangers of America, unanimously 
favoring another appropriation by the President to continue 
Works Progress Administration projects; to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

10659. Also, petition of the State Council Welfare Com
mittee <over 50,000 members>, opposing the Kerr-Coolidge 
bill and endorsing the Reynolds-Starnes immigration re
striction and alien deportation registration bill <H. R. 11172, 
S. 4011); to the Committee on Immigration and Natu.ra1iza.... 
tion. 

10660. By Mr. MURDOCK: Resolution of the Board of 
County Commissioners of Box Elder County, Utah, urging 

· further appropriations for the Public Works Administra
tion; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

10661. By Mr. SADOWSKI: Petition of the citizens of 
Detroit, · Mich., endorsing House bill 8540; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

10662. Also, petition of the International Workers Order, 
endorsing the Frazier-Lundeen social-insurance bill <H. R. 
9680 > ; to the Committee on Labor. 

10663. Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Detour, Mich., endorsing the building of a bridge across the 
Straits of Mackinac; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

10664. Also, petition of 71 members of the International 
Workers Order, Detroit, Mich., endorsing House bill 9680; to 
the Committee on Labor. 

10665. Also, petition of residents of Detroit, endorsing 
House bill8540, introduced by Congressman KENNEY, of New 
Jersey; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

10666. By the SPEAKER: Petition of the Hornell Cham
ber of Commerce, Hornell, N. Y.; to the Committee on Flood 
Control. 

10667. Also, petition of the Utah Workers Alliance, Local 
No.1; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

SENATE 
FRIDAY, APRIL 3, 1936 

(Legislative day of Monday, Feb. 24, 1936> 

The Senate met at 12 . o'clock meridian, on the expiration 
of the recess. 

THE JOURNAL 
On request of Mr. RoBINSON, and by unanimous consent 

the reading of the Journal of the proceedings of the cal~ 
endar day Thursday, April 2, 1936, was dispensed with, and 
the Journal was approved. 

CALL OF THE ROLL 
Mr. ROBINSON. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 
The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Sena

tors answered to their names: 
Adams Chavez Keyes 
Ashurst Clark King 
Austin Connally La Follette 
Bachman Coolidge Lewis 
Batley Copeland Logan 
Barbour Couzens Lonergan 
Barkley Davis Long 
Benson Donahey McGill 
BUbo Du1fy McKellar 
Black Fletcher McNary 
Bone Frazier Maloney 
Borah Gibson Minton 
Brown Glass Moore 
Bulkley Gu1fey Murphy 
Bulow Harrison Murray 
Byrd Hastings Neely 
Byrnes Hatch Norris 
Capper Hayden Nye 
Caraway Holt O'Mahoney 
Carey Johnson Overton 

Pittman 
Pope 
Radcl11fe 
Reynolds 
Robinson 
Sch wellenbacb 
Sheppard 
Shlpstead 
Smith 
Thomas, Okla. 
Thomas, Utah 
Townsend 
Truman 
Tydings 
Vandenberg 
VanNuys 
Wagner 
Walsh 
Wheeler 

Mr. LEWIS. I announce that the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. BANK;HEADl, the Senator from California [Mr. McADoo], 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. TRAMm:u.l, the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. CosTIGAN], and the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. GERRY] are absent from the Senate because of illness; 
and that the Senator from Georgia [Mr. RussELL], my col
league the junior Senator from Dlinois [Mr. DIETERICH], the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. McCARRAN], the Senator from 
Oklahoma [Mr. GoRE], the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
BURKEl, and the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GEORGE] are 
unavoidably detained. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I announce that the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. DicKINsoN], the senior Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE], the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. METCALF], the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. STEIWERJ, and the junior Sena
tor from Maine [Mr. WHITE] are necessarily absent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-nine Senators have an
swered to their names. A quorum is present. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

Mr. CAPPER presented petitions numerously signed by 
members of the Women's Study Club, of Hoyt, and mem
bers of the Methodist Episcopal Chmches of Hoyt and 
Mayetta, all in the St~te of Kansas, praying for the enact
ment of the so-called Neely bill <S. 3012) to prohibit the 
compulsory block-booking and blind-selling of motion pic
tures, which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented a letter in the nature of a petition 
from the Ludell (Kans.> Equity Exchange, praying for the 
prompt enactment of the bill <H. R. 6772) to amend the 
Grain Futures Act to prevent and remove obstructions and 
burdens upon interstate commerce in grains and other com .. 
modities by regulating transactions therein on commodity 
futures exchanges, to limit or abolish short selling, to curb 
manipulation, and for other purposes, which was orderea 
to lie on the table. • 

He also presented letters in the nature of memorials from 
Star Valley Grange, No. 1661, of lola; Shawnee Grange, 
No. 168, of Overland Park; Manhattan Grange, No. 748, 
of Manhattan; a.nd Fa.irplain Grange, No. 1719, of Bur
lingame, all of the Patrons of Husbandry, in the State of 
Kansas, remonstrating against the enactment of Senate bill 
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1632r to regulate commerce. by water carriers,. which were 4. The engineers have re:com.m.ended that no Federal funds be 
ordered to lie on the table. expended on this project. This recom:menda.tlon Is moot improper. 

The President of the united States has shown every indication in 
Mr. COPELAND presented a resolution adopted by Branch favor of such an undertaking, and it is in line with his effort to 

No. 85, Internattcnal Workers Order, of New York City, provide self-liqufdating ptlblic works. in 6ll area wheze such work 
N. Y. favoring the enactment af the bill ffi~ 34'Z5} to pro- is mosl essential to provide emplo~ent. At the President's re-
. ' · · · st of quest Congl'ess made a.vallable $200,000 for smveys and studies, 

v~de ~()r the estab~nt of a Nation-Wide sy, en;t so- 'Yihich apenditure can only be justified by carrying out the plans 
c1al msurance, which was referred to- the Conn:mttee on 1 to a logical conclusion. The Special Congressional Committee on 
Finance. River Improvement and Flood Control has stated in its report of 

WINOOSKI VALLEY !'LOOD -cmn'ROI. WOJlKS 

Mr. COPELAND presented a. report, prepared by the Office 
of the Chief of Engineers of the Army. relative to flood
control works constructed by the Civilian Conservation Corps 
in the Winooski. Valley of Vermont and the value of. such 
works during the recent flood disasters in a.ve.rting serious 
damages in tha.t section,. which was ordered to lie on the 
table~ 

FLOOD CONTROL 

Mr. WAGNER presented a resolution of the Hornell <N. Y.) 
Chamber of Commerce, whieh was referred to the Committee 
an Commerce and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 
Resolution or Homen Chamber o! Commerce, addressed to the 

President of the United State&, to the Presiding 01fleers of the 
United states Senate a.nd the House ot. Representatives, Senators 
WAGNER and CoPELAND, Congressman Cou:, th~ New York State 
Flood Control Commission, and the steering committee of the 
flood-control omces of. central-southern New York 
Whereas there is being presmrted to COngress: by the Chief of 

Engineers o! the United Sta.tes An:ny a l'eport on the :flood of 
July 1935 in central-southern New York and northem Penn
sylvania, together wtth recommendations tor certain flood-control 
work, with esttmates · of cost therefor and an estimAte o:f the 
extent to which tt is economically lusttli:able to expend funds as 
well as a recommendation truu the entire cos1o of the proposed 
work to be borne by the respective states; and 

Whereas the Homen Chamber of Commerce ls eonvineed that 
the flood-damage estlma-tes o1 the engineezs are too low a.nd it 
these estimates were corrected that theU recommendations would 
be correspondingly revised; and · 

Whereas the ·Homen Chamber ot Commerce !eels that it ts most 
vital to avoid an possible delay t& tbe-lnstltution of the proposed 
work. and that the ultimate goal be a.ceam:pl:i.shed as rapidly as 
possible: Therefore be it. 
, Reoolved, That the Homen Chamber of Commerce respecttully 
petitions the President o! the United States, the Presiding omcers 
of the United States. Senate and of ihe House. of Bepl'esentatlv~ 
the Senators for New York, the Cang:r~ fen: the loca.l district, 
the New York state Flood Commtsston, and the steering committee 
of the Flood Control Councfl of Ceniral.-Southem. New York to 
consider the following facts, opini.ons, a.nd recommendations:. 

1. Intensive research has developed that general !acts relative to 
floods of the past are most tnadeqtlltte, pa:rttcularty with respect to 
damages. sustained, and an estimates of sucb ciamage must of :nec:es
stty be u:nsattsfactory ancl far below aetual ftgures. Because- of the 
upward trend in population and the development of agrieulture 
and industry, present-day dama&e undoubtedly is greater than for 
slmlla.J flood condition& yean. ago. Continued deforestaiion has, 
~ugh emton and gullytng,. cantributed to the added toll of 
floods. Re!OI'estat.Wn. is recommended as. part of tbe control project 
by this body, with the realization. however, tha.t its effects will not 
be evident for many years. 
. Z.. The estim.&tes of the engineers for the July 1.935 flood Re 
too row. The Flood Contl'ol ~unci! of Central-Southern New 
York has estima.ted for New York State a total of $28.039,5'77. to 
which should be added $26,000,600 for- soil erosion and the deposits 
of gravel and. stone OD rm and reaidenttai and industrial prop
erty. To these figures should be added estimates of damages in 
Pennsylvania. We believe that the estimates both of the engineers 
and tbe- council !all far below the actual uJtbnate cost t& reproduce 
pre-:flood conditions. Actual experience- ol publfc. ofticial&, of ra.il
road. mdu.stria1. and business exeeutives, and prfva.te owners has 
al.ready demonstrated that far greater expenditures will be neces
sary than has been anticipated. High-water pel'lod& since last 
July have- added materially to the damage sustained as weU as 
to the cost of rehabilitation. The higb water of Mareb U-12, 1936, 
has washed out or undermined many more> bridges and highways. 
has fiooded again many fa:mlS' and residential property, and has 
greatly aroused the fears of the pevpie, pa.rUcularly because of the 
frequency of recent flooding. 

3. The engfneers report $16,.620,000 as the cost- for theil' initial 
plan, with an additional $17,674-,000 for theil" ultimate pian. They 
set up $15,000,000 as the- amount that can be economically justi
fied. If proper' flgwes were set up for the. 1935 flood, we believe 
that the expenditure for the ultimate plan would be- tully jUsti
fied. At any rate, It- would not be sound eed-nomy for a.ny agency 
to spend half the necessary sum: far partial relief. Unless a com
plete, eomprehensive plan is accomplished in the very near futme, 
it will be folmd that flood damage will continue to increase as 
time goes on,. and that a precipitation as was. experieneed last 
July would be fa.r more destructive In tim6 to- come. 

July 29, 1935: .. A program which bas for its. purpose the protection 
of these people, their valuable lands, and :Investments already 
made 1n that la.nd cel!tainly should be undertaken at once... And 
they were not talking on behalf o! the States o.r municipalities. 
Tbe Federal Government. has undertaken many huge flood-control 
projects in tar less. popul~ and Industrialized territories, to 
which the States of New York and PellllSylva.nia have been the 
largest. contributors. Federal aid is needed here and is well merited 
as well. 

5. The engineers have reported: "Untn an of the works pro
posed under the pan of this report are constructed the area 
within the July 1935 flood line should be designated as danger 
zones Within which no new construction should be undertaken." 
Thts does not agree with their recommendation that only $15,-
000,000 can be economically Justi1ied unless. it is assumed that a 
partial expencliture be made as. a. mere gesture before this area. is 
to be a.bandoned. 

6'. The 16 counties of New York that are a:fl'ected have an area 
of 11,705 square miles, a population of 745,468, according to the 
1930 cens1IS~ with aa. assessed valuation of $810.832,705 and an 
actual value of over $2,000,000,000. It is most. vital to allay the 
apprehension of the people in this area and avoid a general exodus 
of individuals and. industries. 

'l. Important Federal highway routes and interstate railroads, 
utilities, and Industries traverse this area. 

8. PubUc safety, health, and well-being should not be under
estima.ted. In this area tt 1s of sufficient importance to merit 
most serious consldern tion. 

9. The city of Hornell, the county o! Steuben, as well as most 
of the other municipalities in this area, have been expend:.!ng to 
the utmost of their financial a.bility in general flood-control wcrk 
and maintenance, in the construction at large? bridges, of walls, 
revetments, slope paving, channel work, dikes. check dams, and 
other sim1lar construction with constant maintenance of chan
nels.- In 1924 the city of Homen contributed $200,000 as its hal! 
at the cost ot a State :flood-abatement contract. Flood-control 
work, however, must. be undertaken on a general comprehensive 
plan. Work by individual municipalities are generally expensive 
for the permanent results obtained, and not very effective. 

!0. Ttm.e fs the essence as !8.r as :flood-control work is con
cerned in this area. Plans are a vallable. We urge the Congress 
appropriate the nece5sary sum for the ultimate plan of the engi
neers and that this plan be completed as rapidly as is possible. 

FLORIDA SHIP CANAL . . 
Mr. FLETCHER presented a letter from S. H. Christian, 

of Oeala, Fla., which was ordered to lie on the table and to . 
be printed in the REcoRD, as follows; 

OCAI.A, Fu.,. J4arclr. 31, 1936. 
Hon. DuNCAN U. FLETcHER, 

United. States Senate,. Washington, D~ 0. 
HoNORABLE Sm; We appreciate your good fight and hope you wtll 

keep it up aDd we hope that Senator PBX TB•vxnx wfii do all 
b.& can to help you too. All the people in Tampa., Miami. and 
Sebring are not against the canal. just a. few who have a selfish 
interest. I have talked to quite a few who say they are tor it. 
and you know our election was 98' percent :for bonds to buy the 
light-of-way~ We believe our hard fight 1s wtth the ones who. are 
against our administration and who want to ge~ all of the glory 
of doing something they have never done. 

When the United States paid $40,000,000 tor the Pre-ncb interest 
and $10,000,000 for a perpe-tual lease o-f a strip of land 10 miles 
wide with a cost of over $375.000,000 originally set aside for it 
and f256.000 a. year for canal privileg~ and built the Panama 
Canal tn a Republican adminlstrati~ many miles away from 
home. now~ when we can save 80Q. m.Ues of tra.vel by boat With 
the land donated to our Government, in our own homeland, any
one that would not appreciate the good work our Government 
is doing giving these 6,500 men employment in this construction 
who were out of w~ and 1& the cause <>f t.b&t many more getting 
work. because of the construction, 1s surely selfish. Some of these 
workmen got their first work, to buy shoes and clothes, on this 
canal. 

We don't believe that our good Government has started any 
construction WOl'k. in any State that will do more- good and be of 
more service, and less selfish, than the construction of the Florida 
cross--State eanal. The barge eana.I between Jacksonville and 
Miami has fresh-water wens on each side of tt. Habana., CUba., bas 
a 90-mlle channel between Habana and Florida and has a. popula
tion as. large as Tampa and Miami both together. yet she has, more 
fresh water tmm she can use wtth a rtver ftowing into the ocean. 
We have salt water very close to each side of' Marlon C.ounty, 
and a salt spring in Marion County. Our people not only voted 
f.Ol' bonds to buy the. right-of-way but are selling their land on 
the right-of-way for a very reasonable con.s!deratian. We have 
the highest fre!ght rate ot any State, we belie-ve; we pay as mucb. 
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as California to get our fl'u.it and truck to market, hundreds of 
truck loads of oranges a.nd truck are hauled out of our d1str1ct to 
Jacksonville and loaded on boa.ts. This ca.na1 will not hurt the 
railroads. 

Miami is about 350 miles south of this cross-State canal and a 
truck grower there told me he was hauling his truck produce to 
New York by truck for half the freight, so you see the ra.Uroad 
will have to compete with the trucks with their unreasonable 
charges. 

The counties in the State of Florl~a through which this ship 
canal is started are doing everything they can to carry out their 
part of the agreement with the United States Government in 
donating the right-of-way with a friendly feeling to our people 
and to our good Government and we hope nothing will be done 
to halt the progress of work that is being done by our good and 
efficient engineers of the United States War Department. 

Yours very truly, 
S. H. CHRISTIAN. 

REPORTS OF CO~TEES 
:Mr. SCHWELLENBACH, from the Committee on Military 

Affairs, to which was referred the bill <S. 3067) for the relief 
of A. J. Watts, reported it without amendment and sub
mitted a report <No. 1743) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
the bill (S. 3296) to provide for the payment to the Ameri
can War Mothers of interest on the fund known as the 
"Recreation Fund, Army", reported it with amendments and 
submitted a report (No. 1744) thereon. 

THE AMERICAN MERCHANT MARINE 

Mr. COPELAND, from the Committee on Commerce, sub
mitted a report (No. 1721) to accompany the bill (S. 3500) 
to develop a strong American merchant marine, to promote 
the commerce of the United States, to aid national defense, 
and for other purposes, heretofore reported by him from 
that committee with an amendment. 

Mr. GUFFEY submitted the views of the minority of the 
Committee on Commerce on the bill (S. 3500) to develop a 
strong American merchant marine, to promote the commerce 
of the United States, to aid national defense, and for other 
purposes, which were ordered to be included in Senate 
Report No. 1721. 

Mr. CLARK subsequently said: Mr. President, I am in
formed that this afternoon there was presented at the desk 
a "majority report" and "minority views" from the Com
mittee on Commerce on Senate bill 3500, commonly known 
as the Copeland ship subsidy bill. The chairman of the 
committee was authorized to report the bill, and probably 
the parliamentary clerk is acting in conformity with the 
rules of the Senate when he labels the report submitted by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. GUFFEY] "minority 
views", because I understand that the rules of the Senate 
only provide for a majority report and minority views. 

I merely desire to call the attention of the Senate and the 
country to the fact that those terms in this case are prob
able misnomers, for this reason: There are 20 members of 
the Committee on Commerce. The minority report is signed 
iii writing by 10 members, exactly half the members of the 
Coinmerce Committee, and, of course, the majority report 
is signed by no one except the chairman. 

Bn.LS INTRODUCED 
Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unani

mous consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 
(Mr. VANDENBERG introduced Senate bill 4423, which was 

referred to the Committee on Finance and appears under 
a separate heading.) 

(Mr. WAGNER introduced Senate bill 4424, which was re
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor and appears 
under a separate heading.) · 

By Mr. LONERGAN: 
A bill <S. 4425) to relinquish all right, title, and interest 

of the United states in certain lands in the State of Con
necticut; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK: 
A bill (S. 4426) granting a pension to Bertha Allmandin

ger; to the Committee en Finance. 
By Mr. HARRISON: 
A bill <S. 4427> to create an additional division of the 

United States District Court for the Southern District of 

Mississippi, to be known as the Hattiesburg division; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KING: 
A bill (S. 4428) to provide for the incorporation, regula

tion, merger, consolidatio~ and dissolution of certain corpo
rations for profit in the District of Columbia; to the Com
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

(Mr. THoMAS of Utah introduced Senate bill 4429, which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor and 
appears under a separate heading.) 

PRODUCTION AND CONTROL OF SUGAR BEETS AND SUGAR CANE 
Mr. VANDENBERG. I ask unanimous consent to intro

duce a bill respecting sugar control, and I ask the indulgence 
of Senators to make just a brief statement. 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. HARRISON], in behalf of 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. CosTIGAN], offered a bill 2 
days ago based upon the theory of continuing benefit pay
ments, processing taxes, and so forth. As a tentative basis for 
a totally di1Ierent approach to the problem, I am offering the 
proposal which I now send to the desk. I simply call atten
tion to the fact that it eliminates all benefit payments, with. 
the possible exception of soil-erosion allowances; it elimi
nates all need for any further discussion of the tariff with 
respect to the sugar problem; it eliminates all need for any 
processing taxes; and it eliminates all need for any domina
tion either of the farming or processing of sugar by the 
Department of Agriculture. The bill is introduced as a tenta
tive basis for this alternative consideration of the sugar 
problem, solely on the theory that all the American farmer 
needs is the right to raise sugar for American consumption. 
I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. 4423) to protect 
domestic producers of sugar beets and sugar cane and to 
encourage the domestic production thereof by the regulation 
of foreign and interstate commerce in sugar; to provide for 
the fixing and revision of yearly quotas of sugar that may be 
imported into, transported to, or received in continental 
United States; to maintain a continuous and stable supply of 
sugar in continental United States for the benefit of both 
producers and consumers, and for other purposes, was read 
twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

PROPOSED DEPAR~T OF EDUCATION AND PUBLIC VVELFARE 
Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President, I ask unanimous 

consent to introduce a bill and to have it referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. In order not to detain 
the Senate at this time I also ask that the attached state
ment prepared by me be inserted in the RECORD in connection 
with the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the bill will 
be received and referred as requested by the Senator from 
Utah, and the statement will be printed in the RECORD. 

The bill (S. 4429) to create an executive department of 
the Government to be known as the Department of Educa
tion and Public Welfare was read twice by its title and re-
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. · 

The statement prepared by Mr. THoMAS of Utah is as 
follows: 

In explanation of this bill to create a department of education 
and public welfare it is needless for me to say that such an enact
ment would fill a long-awaited development in our Government. 

Probably no one in Congress, if he knew that a Federal de
partment of education would not attempt to abridge States' 
and State schools' rights, or summarily would try to strip some 
other department of a service the latter now is exercising, would 
oppose a bill creating a department of education. Public welfare 
is a subject which has become of paramount concern and has 
given rise to many Federal agencies. 

It is my position that we must not lose sight of our old-line 
departments, such as the State Department, Treasury, VVar, and 
so on. In my opinion a large number of independent omces tend 
toward instability, while an etfort to convert an existing inde
pendent offi.ce into a subdivision of one of the regular depart-
ments tends toward stabillty. · 

My b111 would create an eleventh regular department, with an 
eleventh Cabinet head. The bill is simplicity itself. It simply 
provides for the necessary elements of a regular department and 
leaves the President free to build up from the ground, for, after all, 
the Cabinet selection is his, and the responsibillty of the per
sonnel is first to him. Moreover, he already has the authority 
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from Congress to make necessary adjustments trom one depart
ment to another after study, and it would be agreeable with me, 
and I feel sure, to Senators, that he fill up the new department 
of education and public welfare as slowly and with as much 
caution as he should feel desirable. • 

Education of our people is a duty which is essentially a residual 
right with the several States. My bill and its enactment would 
not interefere with this sound premise. I should oppose any meas
ure which would attempt to federalize our State school systems. 
On the other hand, our State superintendents of schools, our college 
presidents, our private schools, have a right to have someone to 
whom they can turn with common problems or for common aid 
or assistance. Our Commissioner of Education, an exceptionally 
able man, is staffed and equipped to render some degree of service, 
but there is scarcely a department of the Government that does 
not have an educational division known by some other name. Also, 
we "know in a general way that so~e phase of human welfare comes 
under this or that division of Government, and most of these are 
out on a limb, so to speak, by themselves: Instead of having 11 
persons confer with h1m on major problems, I venture to say that 
the President has nearer 40. The President is a mail: of uncommon 
strength and fortitude, but we should not impose upon him. With 
the enactment of this bill, he could rearrange his stewardships 
and adviserships 1n his own way, easily reduce .the number of inde
pendent offices, strike out the false charge of "bureaucracy"-a 
term distasteful to all of us on both sides of this Chamber-and 
simplify the dealings of this Government with its people. I ask 
your consideration of this bill. 

IMPROVEMENT OF HOUSING CONDITIONS 

Mr. WAGNER. I ask unanimous consent to introduce, for 
appropriate reference, a bill Pertaining to the improvement of 
housing conditions. 

There being no objection, the bill <S. 4424> to provide finan~ 
cial assistance to the States and political subdivisions thereof 
for the elimination of unsafe and insanitary housing condi
tions, for the development of decent, safe, and sanitary 
dwellings for families of low income, and for the reduction of 
unemployment and the stimulation of business activity, to 
create a United States Housing Authority. and for other 
purposes, was read twice by its title and referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. WAGNER. Mr. President, the housing program em
bodied in the proposed legislation that I am introducing 
today should be the next step in our recovery drive. I be~ 
lieve that it is an imperative step, not only to make further 
progress, but also to consolidate and protect the gains that 
have been made. 

EVIDENCE OF BUSINESS BECOVERY 

The monumental statistical evidence of business recovery 
cannot be hidden by the ciouds of partisan debate. When 
facts dispel the mist, the monument to the Roosevelt policies 
is still there, more solid and more impressive with every 
passing day. I shall be content to read one brief extract 
from a staid and conservative business bulletin. It says: 

The total private corporate securities floated during January 1936 
amounted to $273,000,000, compared with $7,000,000 during Janu
ary 1935. The total number of business fa1lures during 1935 was 
11.000, the lowest number since 1920, and less than half the 
number during the prosperous year of 1927. 

These figures can be confirmed a thousandfold. I have 
selected this particular example, however, because it belies 
so completely the charge that the policies of the New Deal 
have smothered business confidence. The confidence of 
rational men is always based upon achievement, and our 
achievements have wrought a Nation-wide confidence sym~ 
bolic of our national unity of purpose. 

PROBLEM OF UNEMPLOYMENT 

Mr. President, the American people have much to be 
grateful for today. But those of us who are realists know 
that we are confronted by a challenge that must be an
swered. While 5,000,000 men have regained their jobs, over 
11,000,000 of our people are still without work. In 1935 the 
number on the relief rolls exceeded those engaged in our 
five largest industries. Unemployment has become a Frank
enstein created by our modern industrial system. If we do 
not crush it, we shall ourselves be destroyed. 

Our greatest success has been achieved in the so-called 
consumer-goods industries. In many of these, activity has 
already reached normal levels. This is true, for example, of 
automobiles and textiles, and some of the mail-order houses 
are making the best records in their entire history. But they 

· cannot expand much further when . the national purchasing 
power is at only 77 percent of normal Until there is greater 
activity in the other areas of business, the consumer-goods 
enterprises find themselves on dead center. 

Furthermore, employment opportunities in these industries 
have been curtailed enormously by technological improve
ments. In the iron and steel industry, between the begin
ning of 1934 and the end of 1935, production increased by 84 
percent, whiie employment increased by only 20 percent. In 
the automobile factories of the United States, production in
creased by ·45 percent during the course of last year, while 
employment rose by only 8.3 percent and pay rolls by only 
25 percent. It is calculated that in general the potentiali
ties of per-capita production are 25 percent higher today 
than they were in 1929. 

To interrupt this technological trend would be to stop the· 
very thing that has brought us from savagery to civilization. 
But nevertheless the immediate effect of new machine proc
esses always has been, and for a long time will be, a dislo
cating one. The men displaced from one trade must there
fore :find new outlets in another. 

!fEED I'OJl STIJ4ULATION OF RESmENTIAL Bun.DING 

For these reasons the major reemployment opportunities 
today do not rest with the industries which have already 
surged ahead. The problem is to stimulate the retarded 
rather than to prod the quick. The most important of the 
retarded industries may be clustered in a single group. In 37 
States, according to the F. W. Dodge :figures, the value of all 
construction contracts fell from $6,603,000,000 in 1927 to 
$1,845,000,000 in 1935, representing a decrease of 71 percent. 
Only one-fifth as many dwellings were built last year as 10 
years ago. For the first month of the present year, the value 
of new homes constructed was only $37,000,000, contrasted 
with a normal of about $150,000,000. About 50 percent of 
the total unemployment today is due directly to this lethargy 
of the durable-goods industries, and another 35 percent is 
due to the service trades that are directly affected thereby; 
Until these lines are surcharged with activity, the consumer.; 
goods industries may almost be said to be "overemployed." 

BAD HOUSING, DISEASE, AND CRIME 

With respect to home construction, while the depression 
naturally created an emergency situation, I desire to empha
size above all that adequate and decent housing involves the 
remedy of a long-term need. Even before the depression 
came, 11,000,000 families, meaning approximately 45,000,000 
people, were living under conditions that did not protect 
their health and safety. Countless thousands among these 
were quartered not like twentieth century freemen but like 
medieval serfs. 

These bad housing conditions have been neither exclusively 
urban nor exclusively rural. The real property inventory of 
1934, covering 2,400,000 family units in 64 representative 
cities, and conducted by the Department of Commerce, found 
that almost one-fifth of them were either definitely bad, 
though not beyond repair, or totally unfit for human occu
pation. In a survey of rural housing just last year, it was 
discovered that in over half of the American States 4 out 
of 5 of the rural homes had no running water and 3 out of 4 
neither gas nor electricity. 

The quality of our homes writes itself indelibly into the 
lives of our people. It has been proved that slum areas have 
a tuberculosis death rate five times as high as elsewhere, 
while the danger of contracting the dread disease is 30 times 
as great. We know also that where the sun's healthful rays 
do not penetrate into the tenement room the infancy death 
rate is three times the normal rate. Such a sacrifice of the 
innocent would be too great, even if limited to those who die 
mericfully before they grow old enough to realize the tragic 
conditions under which they are doomed to live. But there 
is no such limitations. Think of the children who have not 
died, who have tried to live and learn and grow in an atmos
phere where sunlight is shut out, where cleanliness is un
known, where every disease and every crime have their 
natural breeding place. 

I have heard it stated that these evils are not caused by 
poverty or bad housing, but rather by natural infirmities. 
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Such apologetics cannot compete with the facts. We know 
that the city of London reduced its death rate from 37 to 27, 
and its infant-mortality rate from 246 to 167, by an adequate 
rehousing program. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 

New York yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 
Mr. WAGNER. I yield. 
Mr. WALSH. The Senator knows I am very much inter

ested in the subject he is discussing because of hearings held 
before the committee of which I am chairman. I inquire 
now if at some time in the course of his remarks he will 
differentiate between what the proposal is which he is now 
submitting through the bill he has introduced, and what 
activities have been undertaken already by the administra
tion in the way of Federal housing under emergency funds 
made available for that purpose. 

Mr. WAGNER. I shall refer to that later in my remarks 
to the Senate. 

Mr. WALSH. I hope the Senator will point out that what
ever efforts have been made in the construction of housing 
by the Federal Government have not in any way met the 
problem of slum clearance. 

Mr. WAGNER. Exactly. 
Mr. WALSH. The houses which have been constructed 

in New York, Cleveland, Boston, and elsewhere are really in 
competition with private property and are available for ten
ancy only by the so-called middle-class workers or people 
in comfortable circumstances. 

Mr. WAGNER. The lowest point to which rents have been 
reduced, as I shall point out later, is $9.50 per room per 
month, while the most that families of low incomes, now 
living in the slums, can possibly pay is $5, or at most $6, per 
room per month. 

Mr. wALSH. In my opinion the Government houses 
which are being constructed in some of our cities will com
mand rents much higher than that paid by anybody now 
living in the neighborhood. Of course the quarters will be 
superior. 

Mr. WAGNER. Yes; but that is one of the very things 
against which we should guard, and this bill does it. The 
Government should aid only such housing projects as do 
not compete with private industry. That can be done, as 
I shall point out in a moment, by limiting the occupancy to 
those of the lower-income group. 

Mr. WALSH. The opinions the Senator from New York 
and I are expressing are not in c:i-iticism of what has been 
done, for we are stating what the Government representa
tives themselves admit. 

Mr. WAGNER. Precisely. 
Mr. WALSH. The present housing division of the Federal 

Emergency Administration pf Public Works admits that their 
housing activities have not been directed toward slum 
clearance. 

Mr. WAGNER. And those who have been engaged in this 
sort of work as public officials heartily support the bill I 
introduce today. 

Mr. wALSH. When the Government undertook to enter 
the field of housing, I think the public had the impression 
that it was to be confined to slum clearance. Am I correct? 

Mr. WAGNER. So far as public housing is concerned, it 
should be limited to providing decent quarters for those now 
forced to live in slums, qr their equivalent, and to clear slums 
or blighted areas in connection therewith. Aid should go 
only to the low-income groups who have not the income to 
pay the full rent necessary for decent housing. 

Mr. WALSH. The Senator from New York is going to 
discuss later the phase of the matter to which I have called 
attention? 

Mr. WAGNER. Yes; and I thank the Senator from 
Massachusetts for giving me a chance to emphasize that 
very point. 

To continue, Mr. President, we know that in Glasgow 90 
percent of the children moved from the slums to better quar
ters responded immediately and favorably to a more health
ful environment. 

Poverty and disease, abetted by the sordid surroundings in 
which they are found, are the chief incentives to crime. We 
have recently learned that in the worst slum areas of Man
hattan the number of arrests per thousand people is two and 
a half times as great as in nonslum areas. Chicago presents 
an even more vivid contrast between a run-down section of 
the city and one of the most prosperous. It has been found 
that juvenile delinquency is over 300 times as great in the 
Loop areas as it is upon the North Shore. We need not 
hunt further than these facts for the explanation of why the 
underworld is rapidly becoming the special hunting preserve 
of the young. 

If we wish to check the transgressions that the young are 
perpetrating against society, we must first remedy the in
justices that society has perpetrated against them. To 
attempt correction only after the child reaches the courts, 
while leaving the uncontaminated child subject to the cor
roding influence of the slums, is as foolish as it would be to 
attempt to nourish the branches of a tree that is planted in 
quicklime. 

These humane considerations do not stand alone. Charles 
A. Beard, the distinguished historian and student of munici
pal government, has summarized the economic cost of bad 
housing as follows: 

The diseases of the tenements are swept through a thousand 
channels; vice and crime are heavy costs upon the purse and vitality 
of the people; inefficiency and a high death rate are direct economic 
losses. It is unquestionably true that some of the worse tenements 
in our great cities cost the municipalities of the Nation more 
indirectly than the landlords receive in rent. 

Thus it is, Mr. President, that the pressing problems of the 
current economic situation and the long-range requirements 
of the families of America blend together in producing a com
mon evil calling for a common remedy-the revival of the 
durable goods and construction industries. Estimates natu
rally vary regarding the housing needs of this country. After 
examining many sources; I should say that a tentative figure 
of 10,000,000 new family units during the next 10 years is 
conservative and fair. 

The genuine commencement of a building program of this 
magnitude would help to solve the central economic problem 
of the country. Its continuation would absorb both the 
normal unemployment in the durable-goods industries and 
the overflow of technological unemployment from other fields. 
Home building would constitute a steel girder reenforcing 
and stabilizing our whole economic structure. 

A program of this scope must, in all its aspects, be pre
dominantly the task of private industry. Anything less 
would be inconsistent with our theories of politics and eco
nomics. We associate the home with individual liberties, not 
with a superstate. 

THE GOVERNMENT'S ROLE IN STIMULATING HOME BUILDING 

But, none the less, the Government has a significant role 
to play in reviving the building trades. The average man 
may start feeding and clothing himself as soon as he regains 
his job. On the other hand, he cannot do much about im
proving his housing conditions until his surplus has been re
stored by sustained prosperity. But there can be no sus
tained prosperity unless the revival of the building industry 
gets going first. -In this situation, there can be no spon
taneous combustion. The spark must come from somewhere. 

The housing activities of the Government to date have 
not even commenced to supply this spark. The Home Own
ers' Loan Corporation and the Federal Housing Administra
tion have done a marvelous work in stopping evictions, re
pairing old homes, and rescuing investors in real estate. But 
now the hour has come to put fiesh upon the framework that 
we have preserved. Instead of saving old homes, the country 
must have new ones. Rather than refinancing old invest
ments, we must develop profitable areas for the operation of 
new capital. To accelerate the trend in this direction is the 
purpose of the proposed legislation I am -now introducing. 

There is an even more important reason why the Govern
ment should play some role in a new home-building program. 
Housing, after the war, became a luxury trade rather than a 
basic industry. For that very reason, the index of construe-
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tion jumped up and down violently. It stood at 44 in 1921, 
at 124 in 1925, at only 87 in 1929, -ana at 11 in 1933. If 
home building is to be a stabilizing rather than a disrupting 
force, it must be extended to the vast majority who need 
housing most. If the complete rehabilitation of our eco
nomic life is to be made worth while, it must carry along 
with it the rehabilitation of American home life. 

While there is not complete uniformity as to the price at 
which decent housing may be purchased, it is universally 
agreed that families in the lower-income groups require 
some degree of public financial assistance. The only com
pleted large-scale project of the Federal Housing Adminis
tration rents for $12.50 a room per month. Limited-dividend 
corporations in our cities have not been able to reduce rents 
much below $11. The best result in recent housing has been 
about $9.50. But let us be cautious in the extreme and say 
that, taking the country as a whole, respectable quarters may 
be had for $7.50 a room per month. This means that a 
normal family of five, in order to obtain three and a half 
rooms, must spend about $315 each year for rent. But, by 
and large, this is impossible with an income of less than 
$1,500 per year. 

This brings us at once to the charts of income statiStics. 
In the relatively prosperous year 1929 more than 12,000,000 
families, or more than 42 percent of all America, did not have 
this $1,500 income, which is essential to provide decent hous
ing; At least 6,000,000 families, or more than 21 percent of 
the total, had incomes of even less than $1,000 a year. And 
when we examine the figUres for today, we find that 18,000,000 
families, or 60 percent of the Nation, can afford to spend 
for rent only 66 cents in place of every dollar that would be 
required to house them in decency and comfort. 

This plain mathematics has led not only reformers, but all 
realistic and analytical business interests as well, to admit 
that some public assistance is necessary if the poor are to be 
provided with decent houses. It has been acknowledged, in 
addition, that this provision must be made if industry is to 
thrive. The committee for economic recovery, a representa
tive business group, said this very year: 

Private capital and private industry cannot solve this problem 
alone. The committee believes that public housing is essential. 

PROVISIONS OF HOUSING BILL 

The provisions of the housing bill which I am now intro
ducing are designed to remove the impasse in construction 
which has become so onerous a burden upon the economic 
life of the Nation. In order to get building started on a 
broad and therefore sound base, the bill authorizes the Fed
eral Government to make loans to State and municipal 
housing authorities, and to limited dividend companies, to 
finance new dwellings for persons of low income. The money 
for these loans is to be raised by the sale of bonds, guaranteed 
as to principal and interest by the United States, and amount
ing to not more than $100,000,000 for the first year, and not 
more than $150,000,000 for each of the succeeding 3 years. 
After that Congress will have to consider new authorizations. 
During the first year of the program there need be no bond 
issue whatsoever, as the bill authorizes the Housing Authority 
to borrow $100,000,000 from the Reconstruction Finance Cor
poration on the basis of equivalent assets now held by the 
housing division of the Public Works Administration. _ 

The total bond issue under this bill to encourage new 
housing will thus be less than one-fifth of that authorized 
under the Home Owners' Loan Corporation merely to pro
tect existing values; and let it be remembered that over 95 
percent of the loans to home owners have been used to pay 
their business or banking debts. The total bond issue under 
this bill to encourage new housing will be only one-tenth of 
what the Reconstruction Finance Corporation has loaned to 
stabilize every type of commercial, industrial, and banking 
enterprise; and these new loans will be made for a preemi
nently safe and worthy type of economic ventw·e. 

In addition to loans, the bill provides for supplementary 
grants, but only to the extent necessary to make it possible 
to build for families of low income, and in no case to exceed 
45 percent of the construction cost of any project. Any 

such grant may be made in ao lump sum, or an or part of 
it may be spread equally over a period of years on an an
nuity basis. This provision for annuities will decrease the 
initial cost to the Federal Government, and at the same 
time leave to private capital a larger portion of the initial 
financing. 

The authorized appropriation under the bill is-$51,000,000 
for the first year, and there are authorizations for $75,000,-
000 for the second year, $100,000,000 for the third, and 
$100,000,000 for the fourth. In the aggregate, this is less 
than the amount originally allocated for low-rent housing 
under title n of the National Industrial Recovery Act. 
It is only about one-half the amount appropriated during 
the present session for the Army. 

These grants are not aimless gratuities. What they por
tend in the removal of disease and crime, and in the stimu.:. 
lation of business, I have already stated. In addition, it is 
to be noted th81t the Federal and State Governments have 
already been forced to make huge rent subsidies in the form 
of pure relief. In New York City alone, rent relief amounted 
to over $22,000,000 during 1934, over $31,000,000 during 1935, 
and is now going on ·at the rate of $25,000,000 per year. The 
bill I now introduce is designed to substitute business revival 
for relief. It will tie up every dollar of expenditure with 
genuine construction activity. It will - be cheaper for the 
Government, better for industrY, and infinitely ·more just 
to the people who want decent homes. 
STIMULATION OF, RATHER THAN COMPETITION WITH, PRIVATE INDUSTRY 

The bill contains every possible safeguard against competi~ 
tion with private industry. In the first place, every housing 
project that receives a penny of Federal assistance, either 
loan or grant, will be avail&ble only to those families of low 
income who cannot purchase safe and sanitary quarters 
elsewhere. If there is competition it will be only with the 
miserable conditions of slums and blighted 8/reas. 

In the second place, the loans and grants · advanced by 
the Federal Government will not be likely to cover even the 
major portion of the cost of those housing projects which 
they assist. Every inducement is provided for the entry of 
private capital. It is estimated that the public funds made 
8/Vailable under this bill, if used alone, could build only 
245,000 family units during the_ next 4 years. But if used 
as appropriate complements to private financing, at least 
600,000 new family units for the low-income groups alone 
should result. 

Thirdly, and most important of all, Federal loans and 
grants will be used in connection with only a small portion 
of the total home building during the next few years. Tlie 
construction of 125,000 family units per year with partial 
Federal assistance, and that aid predominantly in the form 
of sound, interest-bearing loans, should provide, in connec
tion with the work of the Federal Housing Administration, 
the ground work for the development of 875,000 family units 
each year by private industry alone. During the next 4 years, 
every $1 of Federal grant should mean $48 of private expendi
ture for home building, with its connected economic im
provement. 

DECENTRALIZATION OF PROGRAM 

In addition - to its modest financial provisions, the bill 
stresses decentralization. All of the direction, planning, and 
management in connection with publicly assisted housirig 
projects are to be vested in local authorities, springing from 
the initiative of the people in the communities concerned. 
The Federal Government will merely extend its financial aid 
through the medium of these agencies. The only exception 
to this rule is, that for a limited time the Federal Government 
may set up a few demonstration projec~ in order that local 
areas without adequate instrumentalities of their own may 
benefit by an experience in low-rent housing. It is provided 
that these demonstration projects shall be transferred to 
local agencies as soon as possible. 

GENERAL BENEFITS 

I believe that this measure will r-apidly win the support of 
the Congress and the country. There is not a single interest 
which would be affected adversely by its passage, except those 
few which can thrive only by vending unsafe and insanitary 
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'homes to the men, women, and cblldren of America. By pro
viding widespread employment in the industries that are 
most depressed, the bill will round out the cycle of recovery in 
banking, in commerce, and in industry. It will invoke a 
.maximum outflow of private capital with a minimum invest
ment of public funds. And it will combine ·these economic 
objectives with the socially enlightened policy of clearing 
away the areas where disease and crime find their natural 
breeding place, and of establishing a cleaner and healthier 
·atmosphere in which the mothers of America may watch 
over their families, and in which the children of America may 
groW' to a happier maturity. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
. Mr. WAGNER. I yield. 
. Mr. FLETCHER. I understand that the President aP
pointed a board or commission to look into the problem of 
housing, and I would ask the Senator whether he has had 
contact with them. 

Mr. WAGNER. I have. I might say to the Senator that I 
have had a number of conferences, ·covering a period of 3 
·months, with the different public agencies, and also with out
side· groups of public-spirited citizens and with individuals, 
all of whom are interested in this subject, which I regard as 
the most significant confronting the country today. Their 
. views are not all embodied in the proposed legislation, nor is 
the bill in complete accord with all of their views. As now 
drafted the bill is solely my own responsibility. But I am 
.very confident that nearly all of the groups which participated 
in these discussions will substantially favor the proposed 
legislation. 

I might say that all those concerned with housing, including 
business groups, social workers, and public - agencies, are 
agreed that if we are to remove the slums as breeding places 
of crime and disease, and if we are to save the children of 
our country from the contaminating influences to be found 
around the slums, there must be some public aid. The in
comes of the poor are so low that they cannot possibly pay 
more than $5, or at most $6, per room per month for rent, 
while no private interest can build profitably a home suitable 
for habitation, with the ordinary sanitation facilities. That, 
I think, is now conceded by all who have studied the 
subject. 

Mr: FLETCHER. May I ask the Senator whether the 
proposition is that the Federal Govemme:J.t will take second 
mortgages on these properties and private enterprise will fur
nish capital for first-mortgage security? 

Mr. WAGNER. No; that has been proposed with reference 
to encouraging the building of small homes-homes worth 
five or six thousand dollars. Perhaps I may propose legisla
tion upon that subject in a short time. What I now propose 
deals only with providing homes for the very low income 
groups; that is, those who earn less than $1,500 a year or 

· thereabouts and who are now housed in slums and blighted 
areas all over the country, not only in urban but also in rural 

. sections. They should be provided with homes fit for human 
habitation from the standpoint of health and safety, just 
as we try to provide them with hospitalization and other 
facilities. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER FLOOD CONTROL 
Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I send to the desk and ask 

to have printed and lie on the table three amendments in
tended to be offered by me to the bill <S. 3531) to amend the 
act entitled "An act for the control of floods on the Mississippi 
River and its tributaries, and for other purposes", approved 
May 15, 1928. 

I wish to make one observation. During the course of the 
preparation of this bill, and during the course of the hearings, 
an effort was made to harmonize certain differences which 
existed between the friends of the bill and the Chief of Army 
Engineers. The Secretary of War submitted a report approv
ing the bill, but suggesting that certain amendments be made 
to it. 

After the hearings had been concluded, and after the bill 
had been reported by the committee, certain representatives 
of the States affected, together with myself, had a number of 
interviews with the Chief of Engineers, and as a result of 

those negotiations we agreed upon the three amendments 
which I.lll\ve just _sent to the desk. They meet the objections 
to the bill suggested by the Secretary of War. 

In transmitting the amendments to me, the Office of the 
Chief of Engineers wrote me as follows: 

Hon. JOHN H. OVERTON, 

. WAR DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 

Washington, March 23, 1936. 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
. DEAR SENATOR OVERTON: You Will find enclosed a copy of S. 3531, 

entitled "A bill to amend the act entitled 'An act for the control of 
floods on the Mississippi River and its tributaries, and for other pur
poses', approved May 15, 1928", into which have been incorporated 
certain amendments, as· follows: 

1. A complete revision of section 7. 
2. An amendment to section 10. 
3. A complete redraft of section 12. 
This bill, with these amendments, except as to section 5, conforms 

to the views of the Chief of Engineers and, in my opinion, satisfies 
the objections urged to the bill in the report thereon made by the 
Secretary of War. 

Sincerely yours, 
G. B. PILLSBURY, 

Brigadier General, Acting Chief of ~ngineers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be 
received, printed, and lie on the table. 

LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATIONs--cONFERENCE REPORT 
Mr. BYRNEs submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
11691) making appropriations for the legislative branch of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1937, and for other 
purposes, having met, after full and free conference, have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: . 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 29. 
That the House recede from its ~sagreement to the amend

ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 
13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, and 30, 
and agree to the same. 

MILLARD E. TYDINGS, 
JAMES F. BYRNES, 
JoHN G. TOWNSEND, Jr., 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
J. BUELL SNYDER, 
LOUIS LUDLOW, 
JOHN F. DOCKWEILER, 
EDWARD C. MORAN, Jr., 
D. LANE PoWERS, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

The report was agreed to. 
LIBERTY LEAGUE-RADIO ADDRESS OF SENATOR SCHWELLENBACH 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the REcoRD a radio address delivered by the 
junior Senator from Washington [Mr. ScHWELLENBACH] over 
the Columbia network last evenilig concerning the ·activities 
of the Senate committee investigating lobbying activities. 

There being no objection, the address was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
THE LIBERTY LEAGUE'S A'l"I'ACK ON THE SENATE COMMITTEE FOR THE 

INVESTIGATION OF LOBBYING ACTIVITIES 
I am deeply grateful to the Columbia network for this oppor

tunity to discuss the work of the committee of the United States 
Senate appointed to investigate lobbying activities, of which I am 
a member. On two occasions during the last month the work of 
the committee has been critically discussed over radio networks 
by Mr. Jouett Shouse, president of the American Liberty League. I 
must frankly confess the difficulty with which I am confronted in 
attempting to answer Mr. Shouse, because of the fact that state
ments made by him concerning this committee are so far afield 
from the actual facts that it is ditlicult to know where to com
mence attempting to reconcile them. 

For example, in his speech of Ma.rch 6, Mr. Shouse stated, and I 
quote him, ·"Every telegram sent by any citizen of the United 
States to anyone in Washington between February 1 and December 
1, 1935, has been subject to examination by the Federal Com
munications Commission or the Black committee. Every telegram 
sent out of Washington during those 10 months has been subject 
to such examination. • • • I mean that if you, wherever you 
live, sent any telegram, however, private, to anyone in Washing
ton, or if you sent any telegram, however private, out of Washing
ton to anyone in the wurld upon any subject, your telegram has come 
under the prylng eyes of the new inquisition." A check by our 
committee as reported to the Senate of the United States showed 
that if the foregoing statement was correct 14,000,000 telegrams 
had come under what Mr. Shouse calls the "prying _eye~ of our com-
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mittee."' Last Friday night, speaking !rom ·this network, Mr. 
f?house revised his figures and stated, quoting, .. that more than 
22,000 telegrams sent from or received at the Washington office 
}?etween February 1 and December 1, 1935, were copied and turned 
over to the Black committee." In other words. Mr. Shouse now · 
admits that his statement of March 6 .was incorrect to the tune 
of 13,978,000 telegrams. After I have completed this broadcast, 
those of you with mathematical ability can estimate the per
centage of Mr. Shouse's error. 

Last Friday night Mr. Shouse stated, in reference to subpenas 
issued for telegrams of newspapers, "It is a notable fact that in 
each case the newspapers are those that have been critical of the 
present administration or of the members of the Senate Lobby 
Committee. An illustration of the latter is the seizure of the 
complete telegraphic file of the five newspapers in the Northwest 
controlled by W. H. Cowles, of Spokane, Wash. The New York 
Herald Tribune, in a news story published March 19 recounting 
that seizure stated: 'It is known that Mr. Cowles' papers have 
been critical of the policies of Senator LEwis B. ScHWELLENBACH, 
Democrat, of Washington, a committee member.' I leave it to 
my listeners to guess why the message of those particular papers 
were singled out for inspection." 

Now, what is the truth? I answer that question by reading to 
you from two editorials from Mr. Cowles' morning newspaper, 
the Spokane Spokesman Review. I quote: "As acting chairman 
of the Senate Lobby Committee, Monday, Senator ScHWELLENBACH 
d.id a good job of smoking out the railway lobby for the Pettengill 
bill to repeal the long- and short-haul law." The editorial then 
proceeds to set forth facts concerning that activity on my part. 

I quote from another editorial in Mr. Cowles' Spokane Spokes
man Review. I quote: "The Senate Lobby Investigating Com
m.ittee may have exceeded its constitutional authority in some 
instances, in the seizure of private telegrams, letters, and docu
ments, but it is not apparent that it exceeded its constitutional 
authority in this timely exposure of the lobby alliance between 
the backers of the Pettengill bill and the power interests. Cer
tainly the people have a right to know all about the wily manipu
lations of the lobbyists operating at the National and State 
Capitals under false fronts as in this flagrant instance." These 
two quoted editorials conclusively disprove Mr. Shouse's false con
tention that the Spokane Spokesman Review or Mr. W. H. Cowles 
has been critical of my activities in the Lobby Investigating 
Committee. · 

Why does Mr. Shouse persist in thus distoring the facts? By 
what motives is he actuated? To find the answer to that question 
we must look to the financial interests behind Mr. Shouse, and 
attempt to search out their motives. 

Jouett Shouse is the president of the American Liberty League. 
The sworn statement of the league shows that during 1935 he re
ceived from the league as president, in the form of salary and per
sonal expenses, the sum of $54,000; $54,000 a year is $4.,500 a month, 
or $173 for each working day. The American Liberty League is a 
propaganda organization. Its purpose is to discredit President 
Roosevelt and to prevent his reelection in November. It has printed· 

· and distributed something in excess of 112 pamphlets in the last 
year and a half, every one of which contained criticism of the 
President and his administration. 

Who finances the American Liberty League? The same sworn 
statement shows that during 1935 the league received financial aid, 
in the form of contributions or loans, the sum of $4.83,000, of which 
~270,000 came from the Du Pont family or their business or personal 
associates and affiliates. 

What is the business of the Du Pants? It is the manufacture of 
munitions. The sordid business of war. The profits of the muni
tions industry come from the killing or maiming of the young man
hood of the world. During the last war the Du Pont munitions 
company received profits that resulted in the declarations of divi
dends or increase in surplus to the extent of $237,000,000. On the 
poppy-covered fields of France there stand today thousands upon 
thousands of rows of white crosses as eternal monuments to the 
$237,000,000 that the Du Pants made. 

Why are the Du Pants so interested in defeating President Roose
velt for reelection? Because this administration for the first time 
in the history of the Nation, under the leadership of Franklin D. 
Roosevelt, has taken constructiv~ steps to prevent a repetition of 
America's entry into European con:tlict. The neutrality laws, 
which Roosevelt has forced upon the statute books, are the most 
effective preventives yet adopted to avoid American participation 
into war. They go further than that. They prevent all shipments 
of munitions of war from this country as a neutral to any belliger
ent which may be engaged in war. There will be no $237,000,000 
munitions profits so long as the neutrality law remains upon the 
statute books of this country. It cannot be repealed while Frank
lin Roosevelt is President of the United States without the vigorous 
opposition of all of his Presidential power and prestige. 

Why does the Liberty League thus concentrate upon the inves
tigating of the Senate Lobby Investigating Committee? Because 
the DuPont interests know that in any attempt they may make to 
secure the repeal of the neutrality laws, this committee or one 
sim.ilarly constituted, will be the Pz:esident's most effective weapon 
in exposing and uncovering lobbying activities of the munitions 
industry of the Nation. 

It is the Senate Lobbying Investigating Committee which re
vealed that telegrams concerning legislation, numbering close to 
100,000 were received by Members of Congress during this last 
year, which telegrams bore the signatures of persons who had 
never authorized them. It is this committee which disclosed that 
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1n securing names for telegrams protesting against the Wheeler
Rayburn bill the power companies of the country used telephone 
directories and city directories as the sources from which they 
secured the unauthorized names. It is this comm.ittee that dis
closed the fact that upon one piece of legislation last year there 
was brought to the city of Washington, with expenses paid and 
with compensation paid, the most intimate friend of each of the 
Members of Congress who could be obtained, and that those inti
mate friends discussed legislation with the Congressmen under 
instructions from their sponsors not to disclose the fact that they 
were being paid to come to Washington as lobbyists. It is this 
committee that disclosed the facts concerning the social lobby 
in the city of Washington, in which Members of Congress were 
invited to dinners and parties, the expenses of which were paid by 
the corporations interested in legislation, which fact was carefully 
and cleverly concealed from the Members of Congress, and at 
which legislation in which the corporations were interested was 
discussed and argued. It is this committee that is disclosing that 
dozens of so-called investors' organizations, patriotic organizations, 
taxpayers' organizations, which have sprung up throughout this 
country in the last year and a half, apparently representing in
vestors, or taxpayers, or patriotic citizens, were in truth and in 
fact nothing but fakes and frauds, financed by the railroads, the 
power comp_anies, the munitions ~ompanies, and the Wall Street 
banks. These are just a few of the typical revelations of this 
committee. Is there any wonder in your m.ind that the American 
Liberty League representing business interests of the country, that 
had been accustomed in the past to have a free hand in their 
Federal lobbying activities, are thus bitterly attacking our com
mittee at this time? 

There has been much loose talk in the press and by Mr. 
Shouse over the radio about the methods used by this committee. 
As a responsible Member of the United States Senate I present 
to you the facts. The committee consists of five members, four of 
whom are lawyers. We believe that at least we have a speaking 
acquaintance with the Constitution of the United States. We 
know that every member of our committee has as great a love 
and respect for the Constitution as any officer of the American 
Liberty League. Four of the members of the committee had the 
honor to serve the Nation in a military capacity in the last war. 
The committee in its every activity has assiduously attempted to 
protect the constitutional rights of everyone concerned with the 
investigation. The subpenas we issued religiously followed the 
forms used by prominent Members of the Senate in years gone by. 
The forms we used were used and approved by such men as that 
constitutional lawyer of recognized ability, Senator Thomas J. 
-Walsh, of Montana; the conservative Reed Smoot, of Utah; and 
the able James A. Reed, of Missouri. Despite what Mr. Shouse has 
said, our committee did not in any instance use the Federal Com
munications Commission in an effort to secure information or 
telegrams. We used only the recognized and established power 
of the United States Senate. Neither the committee nor its agents 
examined a single solitary telegram sent to or by any person, as
sociation, or corporation that was not engaged in the business of 
lobbying. The people of the country, who have no special selfish 
interest to be served, who do not wish to taint and pollute the 
sources of Federal legislation, have nothing to fear from this 
committee or its activities. 

These are the facts. Mr. Shouse ended his speech of last Friday 
evening asking your support of the American Liberty League. If 
you believe in the kind of government for which the American 
Liberty League stands, then my advice to you is to join with Mr. 
Shouse. If you believe in honest government, if you believe 1n 
government free from the despoiling influence of political corrup
tion, if you believe that government should not be tainted by the 
false and insidious propaganda of special-interest lobbyists if 
you believe that there should be a curb upon the activities of' in
terests that would use your Government for their special pro:tlt to 
satisfy their special greed, if you believe in a government in which 
the facts are disclosed and in which the secret contacts between 
your representatives in the legislative halls and the representatives 
of corrupt forces are unveiled, then I ask your support for your 
committee. 

WASHINGTON'S BIRTHDAY ADDRESS BY HON. FERDINAND PECORA 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I ask leave to have 
printed in the RECORD a Washington's. Birthday address de
livered over the radio by Hon. Ferdinand Pecora, justice of 
the New York Supreme Court, under the auspices of the 
Jewish War Veterans of the United States. 

There being no objection, the address was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Let me, at the outset, express to the Association of the Jewish 
War Veterans of the United States-under whose auspices these 
exercises are being held-my appreciation of the courtesy and the 
compliment implied in the invitation to address you in its behalf. 
This courtesy and this compliment are all the more gracious in 
view of the fact that the invitation is, by design, extended to me 
as a Christian. 

All of the people of America today stand in reverent contem
plation of the memory of that truly great-and truly simple-
personality, George washington, who was born just 204 years 
ago. 

It would be utterly superfluous to dwell upon the character and 
recount the achievements of Washington in any address delivered 
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to our citizens. Pol' every boy and every girl who has ever studied 
the history of America 1s amply familiar with them. By common 
consent his name has ever been accepted as preeminent on the 
roll of the founders of our Republic. Indeed, upon any roster of 
world leaders, it has universally been accorded lofty ranking. 

Through the dark and anxious years from 1775 to 1782, he led 
the ragged, poorly equipped forces of the Thirteen Colonies upon 
the battlefields of the War of the Revolution, in their desperate 
strife for independence. His, more than any other's, were the 
sublime courage, the fortitude, the sagacity, and the devotion to 
the cause of liberty which furnished inspiration to the struggling 
colonists, and brought them through the seemingly hopeless gloom 
of Valley Forge to the ultimate light of victory of Yorktown. 

Wholly justifiable is the glowing pride which the Jews of America 
have in the record of patriotism written into the early pages of our 
country's history by the Jews of its Revolutionary period, few though 
their numbers were. 

In these days, when the foul breath of bigotry taints the atmos
phere of civilization in more than one land, let us take a few mo
ments of time to examine some of the facts which that record 
yields: 

At Beaufort, a company of Jewish volunteers from Charleston, 
S.C., under the command of Capt. Richard Lushington, fought with 
high valor. Benjamin Aaron, an ensign of the Eighth Connecticut 
Regiment, served with distinction through the Revolution, enlisted 
again in the War of 1812, and remained in active service until his 
honorable discharge in 1815 with the rank of lieutenant colonel. 
Capt. Joseph Bloomfield, of the Third New Jersey Regiment, fought 
throughout the Revolution, and then as a brigadier general, served 
in the War of 1812 until his honorable discharge in 1815. Col. 
Solomon Bush, of the Pennsylvania Militia, was wounded in action 
and taken prisoner in 1777; resolutions praising him for his service 
were adopted by the honorable Board of War. One Reuben Etting, 
a 19-year-old lad of Baltimore, enlisted as a private and fought in 
numerous engagements until he was taken prisoner by the British. 
When finally released, he was broken in health from exposure in 
the field and ill treatment by his captors. 

Isaac Franks, of Philadelphia, entered the Army soon after the 
Battle of Lexington. He eventually became aide-de-camp to Gen
eral Washington, with the rank of colonel. One David S. Franks 
attain-ed the post of aide-de-camp to Gen. Benedict Arnold. When 
the latter's treason became established Franks demanded a court of 
inquiry, and he. was cleared of any complicity in Arnold's infamy. 
He later was sent by the Continental Congress to assist Benjamin 
Franklin and John Jay in their diplomatic missions in France, and 
was highly complimented by the.m ~or his service. 

Emanuel de la Motta served in the Wars of the Revolution and 
of 1812, and by his conduct earned promotion from the ranks. 
Another patriot, Manuel M. Noah, not only served with distinction 
in the field on the stafi of General Washington and of General 
Marion but also contributed £20,000 toward the support of the 
Continental Armies--a· very substantial fortune in those days. 

Maj. Benjamin Nones, who was a French Jew instilled with the 
spirit of Lafayette, landed in the Colonies in 1777, enlisted as a 
private under General Pulaski, and fought in every action in Caro
lina. He was prom<>t.ed to major under Baron De Kalb and put in 
command of a battalion composed in large part of Jews. When 
Baron De Kalb was fatally wounded at the Battle of Camden, s. c., 
on August 6, 1780, it was Major Nones, assisted by Captains de la 
Motta and Jacob de Leon, who carried their commander from the 
battlefield. 

These are but a few of the children of Abraham who freely 
offered their lives to the Colonies in their grim fight for independ
ence. No roll of these early Jewish patriots would be complete 
without the name of Haym M. Solomon, that Polish Jew and finan
cier, who gave virtually every cent of his large fortune to the cause 
of liberty and died in 111 health and poverty. Robert Morris, the 
financial genius of the Revolution, said of Solomon that he was 
the m.a.n "who saved the Colonies from almost inevitable defeat in 
the last critical, poverty-stricken years of the American Revolution. 

When we review the history of our country, it would 'Seem as 
though the guiding hand of Providence led Washington to the 
post of presiding officer of the Constitutional Convention, which, 
on Sept-ember 17, 1787, brought forth tha.t great document which 
is the Constitution of the United States. It was fortunate, indeed, 
that the man who had led the fight through the days of the 
Revolution for the attainment of political sovereignty and inde
pendence should have presided over the convention which laid the 
foundation stones of our Republic. In the stormy 4 months' 
sessions of that Convention it was the tact, the firmness, the gentle 
patience, and, above all, the statesmanship of Washington which 
made an effective contribution to the final settlement of the 
disputes and divisions of opinion which manifested thems-elves 
throughout those sessions. 

It would also seem providential that the man ·who was called to 
the helm of the newly launched ship of state again was George 
Washington. He took his oath of otfice as our first President here 
in the city of New York on April 30, 1789. At that time the United 
Stat-es of America was composed of but 13 States stretched along 
the Atlantic seaboard and having a population of scarcely more 
than 4,000,000 souls. The infant Nation was still staggering in 
the morass of indebtedness of the War of the Revolution. Jeal
ousies, which at times became very bitter, continually broke out 
among the several Stat-es. Again it was the wisdom, the vision, 
and the statecraft of Washington which guided the Republic 
through those tottering steps of its infancy. How well he and his 
associates who laid the foundation stones of the Republic, built, 

is best evidenced by the fact that the Nation of 13 States, with its 
4,000,000 people, has within a period of less than a century and a. 
half grown into a proud, majestic Nation of 48 States, stretching 
from the Atlantic on the east and the Pacific on the west and 
peopled With a great mass of 125,000,000 souls, const ituting the 
happiest and most enterprising aggregation under one flag ever to 
be found in the pages of history. 

Whence has come this remarkable growth and development? Of 
course, the soil of America, blessed as it is with natural resources 
of great variety and almost incalculable value, has been indisput
ably a great contributing factor therein. But the historian who 
wo~d give recognition to all factors making for this remarkable 
natiOnal expansion falls into serious error unless he takes into sub
stantial account those other blessings that have been enjoyed by 
the people of America and which have flowed from the guaranties 
of liberty and equality given by the Constitution to all of its 
people. Attracted by these eternal principles of liberty and equal
ity through ~ll the generations since Washington's time, people 
from every soil on the face of the earth have come here. And so 
through the years the foreign-born sons and dau(7hters of America 
have joined with the native born in the upbuildtng of the great 
political structure that is America today. 

One of the most interesting letters ever written by George Wash
ington was addressed by him during the second year of his Presi
dency, in 1790, to one Moses Seixas, leader of a Jewish congrega,.. 
tion t:t Newpo~. R. I., which was visited by Washington. The 
letter 1s of special interest, of course, to our citizens of the Jewish 
faith. But every citizen of America, regardless of his color creed 
or origin, will feel the inspiration of his words, which ~ere ~ 
follows: 

"Gentlemen, while I receive with much satisfaction your address 
replete with expressions of esteem, I rejoice in the opportunity of 
assuring you that I shall always retain grateful remembrance of 
the cordial welcome I experienced on my visit to Newport from all 
classes of citizens. 

"The reflection on the days of difficulty and danger which are 
past is rendered the more sweet from a consciousness that they are 
succeeded by days of uncommon prosperity and security. 

"If we have wisdom to make the best use of the advantages 
which we are now favored, we cannot fail, under the just adminis
t~tion o~ ~good government, to become a great and happy people. 

'The Citizens of the United States of America have a right to 
applaud themselves for having given to mankind examples of an 
enlarged and liberal policy, a policy worthy of imitation. All 
possesses alike liberty of conscience and immunities of citizenship 

"It is now no more that toleration is spoken of as if it were by 
the i?dulgence of one class of people that another enjoyed the 
exerciSe of their inhert natural rights, for happily the Government 
of the United States, which gives to bigotry no sanction to perse
cution .no assistance, requires only that they who live' under its 
protectiOn should demean themselves as good citizens in giving it 
on all occasions their effectual support. 

"It would be inconsistent with the frankness of my character not 
now to avow that I am pleased with your favorable opinion of my 
administration and fervent wishes for my felicity. 

"May the children of the stock of Abraham who dwell in this 
land prosper and continue to merit and enjoy the good will of the 
other inhabitants, while everyone shall sit in safety under his own 
vine and fig tree, and there shall be none to make him afraid. 

"May the Father of all mercies scatter light, and not darkness, 
upon our paths and make us all in our several vocations useful 
here, and in His own due time and way, everlastingly happy. 

"(Signed) G. WASHINGTON." 
Here in this letter is the great heart of Washington-with its 

tolerance, its love for all mankind, its respect for freedom of con
science, and for equality, throbbing with fervent impulses. And 
the citizens of America, not only of this day and generation but 
of the generations to come, can pay the highest homage to the 
memory of Washington by taking into their hearts these senti
ments, so beautifully expressed by him in that letter to Moses 
Seixas. May Washington's sentM:nents bring to us all the full sig
nificance of that pledge of allegiance to the flag as we recite its 
words: "I pledge allegiance to the flag of the United States of 
America, and to the Republic for which it stands. One nation 
indivisible, with liberty and justi~e for all!" 

COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF INDUSTRIAL AND BUSINESS CONDITIONS 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I ask permission to have 
·printed in the RECORD a memorandum which I have had pre-. 
pared from Government sources through various Govern
ment departments contrasting industrial and business con
ditions as of today with those of March 1933. I am sure it 
will be of interest to Senators. 

There being no objection, the memorandum was ordered to 
be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
National wealth: 1 

1932 ---------------------..,.---------------- '$247, 300, 000, 000 
1935 (estimate)------------------------ $314,820,000,000 

Gain, 23 percent. 
National income: 1 

1932-------------------------------------- $39,545, 000,000 
1935 (~ate)---------------------------- $53,417,000,000 

Gain, 30 percent. 
1 Source: Department of Commerce. 
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Agriculture: 

Farm income: 1 

1932__________________________________ $5,337,000,000 
1935---------------------------------- $8,110,000,000 

Gain, 52 percent. 
Cotton: 2 

1932 _______________________ per pouncL_ $0 .07 
1936----------------------------do____ $0.11 

Gain, 60 percent. 
Wheat: 8 

1932 _______________________ per busheL_ $0. 37 
1936----------------------------do____ $0.95 

Wool (scoured): J 
1932 _______________________ per pouncL_ $0. 47 
1936 ____________________________ do____ $0.85 

Gain, 80 percent. 
Corn: 2 

1932 _______________________ per busheL_ $0. 31 
1936----------------------------do____ $0.55 

Gain, 70 percent. 
Cottonseed: 2 

1932--------------------------Perton__ $10.35 1936 ____________________________ do____ $32.00 

Gain 209 percent. 
Wool consumption (domestic): 1 

1933 __________________________ pounds__ 188,500,000 

1935----------------------------do____ 304,000,000 
Gain, 60 percent. 

Cattle: 2 

1933-------------------value per head__ $19. 74 
1936 - ---------------------------do____ $34.09 

Gain, 72 percent. 
Hogs: 2 

1933-----------------------------do____ $4.21 1936 _____________________________ do____ $12.68 

Gain, 200 percent. 
Dairy income: 2 

1932___________________________________ $1,263,000,000 
1935----------------------------------- $1,600,000,000 

Gain, 33 percent. 
Construction: 

Building construction: 4 

1933___________________________________ $1,255, 708,400 
1935----------------------------------- $1,844,544,000 

Gain, 47 percent. 
Building contracts (month of January): 1 

1933___________________________________ $80,000,000 
1936___________________________________ $210,000,000 

Gain, 162 percent. 
Dwelling units constructed: • 

1934___________________________________ 31,343 
1935------------------------~---------- 80,969 

Gain, 158 percent. 
Air conditioning: 1 

1933___________________________________ $4,100,000 
1935___________________________________ $19,578,600 

Gain, 375 percent. 
Natural resources: 

Coal production: • 
1932------------------------------tons__ 31,522,000 
1935------------------------------do____ 34,829,000 

Gain, 10 percent. 
Oil production: 1 

1932---------------------------barrels__ 785,159,000 
1935-----------------------------do____ 993,942,000 

Gain, 26 percent. 
Silver: 1 

1932 ---------------------------ounce__ $0. 28 
1936-----------------------------do____ $0.45 

Gain, 60 percent. 
Copper: 1 

1932---------------------------Pound__ $0.055 
1936----------------------------do____ $0.092 

Gain, 67 percent. 
Lumber production: 1 

1932-----------------------------feet__ 13,105,000,000 
1935----------------------------do____ 18,464,000,000 

Gain, 40 percent. 
Industries: 

Industrial profits (161 corporations) : 8 

1932 _____________ percent of 1926 base__ 12. 2 
1935-----------------------------do____ 50.0 

Gain, 300 percent. 
Steel production (daily average): 1 

1932---------------------------ingots__ 42,701 
1935----------------------------do____ 106,000 

Gain, 148 percent. 
1 Source: Department of Commerce. 
2 Source: Department of Agriculture. 
8 Source: Department of Agriculture and U.S. Grain Corporation. 
4 Source: F. W. Dodge & Co. 
G Source: Chicago (Ill.) Tribune. 
e Source: Financial Chronicle. 
' Source: National Lumber Manufacturers Association. 
8 Source: Standard Statistics. 
8 Source: Steel Yearbook. 

Industries-Continued. 
Automobiles (month of January) : • 1933 ____________________________ units__ 125,000 

1935 ____________________________ do____ 380,000 

Gain, 200 percent. 
Electrical output: 8 

1932------------------------kilowatts__ 77, 442, 112 1935 ____________________________ do____ 93,420,266 
Gain, 20 percent. 

Retail sales: 1 

1933-------------------------------------- $25,030,000,000 1935 ______________________________________ $32,606,000,000 

Gain, 28 percent. 
Bank clearings: 8 

1933 --------------------------------------- $241, 342, 499, 718 
1935-------------------------------------- $297,172,288,516 

Gain, 23 percent. 
Pay rolls (103 industries): to 

1933-------------------------------------- $11,480,000,000 
1935 ~------------------------------------- $14,660,000,000 

Gain, 20 percent. 
Advertising: 

Radio: 11 

1932__________________________________ $57,000,000 
1935---------------------------------- $87,523,848 

Gain, 52 percent. 
General: u 

1933---------------------------------- $440,000,000 
1935__________________________________ $520,000,000 

Gain, 18 percent. 
1 Source: Department of Commerce. 
& Source: Chicago (ill.) Tribune. 
6 Source: Financial Chronicle. 
10 Source: Department of Labor. 
11 Source: Broadcasting Yearbook. 
u Source: Editor and Publisher. 

NATIONAL YOUTH MOVEMENT 
Mr. MINTON. Mr. President, I hold in my hand a letter 

from William Lowe Bryan, the president of the Indiana Uni
versity and one of the great educators of this generation, in 
which he expresses his opinion about the worth and value 
of the National Youth Movement. I ask unanimous consent 
that the letter be printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Hon. SHERMAN MINTON, 

INDIANA UNIVERSITY, 
Bloomington, March 31, 1936. 

United States Senate, Washington, D. a. 
MY DEAR SENATOR MINToN: There is this to be said of the 

thousands of students who have had work through C. W. A., 
F. E. R. A., and N.Y. A.: 

They have been rescued from demoralization by idleness and 
at the same time from demoralization by receiving money without 
working for it. They have been taken out of competition for 
jobs in their home communities, leaving available jobs for others 
of the unemployed. They have, by their school studies, been 
preparing for the work of life. They have been doing this in 
the years when the work of life must be prepared for. Whatever 
lies ahead of our Nation, nothing is so essential for the Nation 
or for our young people as that the young shall, by proper edu
cation, get ready for whatever may befall themselves and the 
Nation. 

The Federal Government has done nothing else to meet the 
problems of depression more worthy of continuance than the 
N. Y.A. 

Very truly yours, 
W. L. BRYAN. 

LETTERS CONCERNING ARlrY DAY 
Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 

to have printed in the REcORD a letter from the President of 
the United States to Lt. Col. George E. Ijams, commander in 
chief of the Military Order of the World War, a letter from 
the Secretary of War, and a letter from the Chief of Staff, 
concerning Army Day. 

There being no objection, the letters were ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Lt. Col. GEORGE E. !JAMS, 

THE WHITE HousE, 
Washington, February 8, 1936. 

Commander in Chief, Military Order of the World War, 
Washington, D. a. 

DEAR CoLONEL IJAMS: Army Day, which is annually observed on 
April 6, should serve to remind us of the splendid service rendered 
by our soldiers in peace and war during our century and a half 
of national existence. By their courage and sacrifice the members 
of our Army have kept our country secure in half a dozen major 
wars. Through their constructive labors in a score of unrelated 
fields they have served the Nation well in time of peace. In 
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opening to settlement our great domain, in constructing canals and 
improving navigation, in extending our knowledge of preventive 
medicine, and in contributing to the advancement of science in 
numerous other ways the Arm has written a brilliant record of 
constructive service on the pages of American history. 

Very sincerely yours, 

Maj. EDWIN S. BETTELHEIM, Jr., 

FRANKLIN D. RoOSEVELT. 

WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, February 29, 1936. 

. Adjutant General, Military Order of the World War, 
Washington, D. C. 

_DEAR MAJOR BETTELHEIM: The Military Order of the World War 
in sponsoring Army Day is taking the leadership in informing the 
people of the country on the necessity for adequate national de
fense. Army Day occurs on the anniversary of our entrance into 
the World War, a struggle in which our success was jeopardized 
because of our unpreparedness. It is to be hoped that hencefor
ward our defense establishments may be maintained at sufficient 
strength to lessen greatly the likelihood of our being involved in 
war. · 

National security is the concern of every citizen and in em
phasizing its importance your organization is performing a patri
otic civic duty. 

Sincerely yours. 
Oro. H. DERN, Secretary of War. 

WAR DEPARTMENT, 
OJ'FICE OF THE CHIEF 01' STAFF, 

Washington, D. C., February 27, 1936: 
Maj. EDWIN S. BETTELHEIM, Jr., 

Adjutant General, Military Order of the WorZcl War, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR MAJoR BETTELHEIM: For the annual observance -:>f Army Day 
the people of the country are indebted very largely to the members 
of the Military Order of the World War. Your organization is per
forming a patriotic service in bringing annually to public attention 
the work of the officers and enlisted men of the United States 
Army. This service is deeply appreciated by the members of the 
Army and, I am sure, by the public. 

The members of the Mllitary Order of the World War served their 
country well in positions of responsibility during the World War 
and they are continuing to render constructive service in time of 
peace. To stimulate interest in sound national defense is a civic 
duty the value of which it is hard to overestimate. 

I hope you wm be kind enough to extend the greetings of the 
Army to the members of your order. 

Sincerely yours, MALIN CRAIG, Chief of Staff. 

CHILD-LABOR AMENDMENT 
Mr. BONE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 

have printed in the RECORD an editorial published in the 
Washington News of April 3, 1936, entitled "A Sorry Picture." 
The editorial deals with the child-labor amendment. 

There being no objection, the editorial was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

(Prom the Washington Dally News of Apr. 3, 1936] 
A SORRY PICTURE 

The legislatures meeting this year are all adjourning without 
adding 1 to the 24 States that, after 11 years of campaigning, 
have ratified the pending child-labor amendment. 

They leave a sorry picture-. A picture of 667,000 children be
tween 10 and 15, and 1,500,000 children of 16 and 17, at work. 
More than 2,000,000 youngsters under 18 holding down jobs, while 
10,000,000 adults are Idle. 

The drab statistical canvass Is made lurid by stories told in 
the industrial East, the textile mills of the South, the sugar-beet 
fields of the West. 

"The most you can make in an hour is a nickel", said 12-year
old Florence ---, telling a National Child Labor Committee J.n
vestigator about her job of winding strings on cards in a woolen 
mill. Tillie ---, old at 15, took her father's job when he lost 
it, and now makes $7 a week in a bathrobe factory. And there's 
the account of Ernie Pyle of seeing children working as "pickers" 
in a Mississippi shrimp cannery, standing to their tasks from 
4 a. m. until 6 at night. 

TheN. R. A. was a friend of these children. But it, too, is gone. 
Eloquent of what is happening is a report just issued by the 
Children's Bureau of the United States Department of Labor cov
ering the 7 months following the Schechter decision. This indi
cates that the number of children 14 and 15 receiving employment 
certificates in these months was 55 percent greater than the num
ber during the whole of 1934, when N. R. A. was in effect. Of 
the new child workers 29 percent went into manufacturing, me
chanical, and mercantile industries, compared with only 5 per
cent in 1934---industries where adult unemployment is most 
glaring. · 

There is something very disturbing about failure of the States 
to ratify the child-labor amendment. Is it because the cheap
labor lobbies speak louder than the children of the poor? 

Whether from moral obtuseness or from economic illlteracy, the 
fact is that the States are making a poor showing of their ability 
to cope with the simplest and most obvious social reform before 
them. 

DEPORTATION OF ALmN CRIMINALS 
Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, pursuant to the state

ment which was made yesterday, I ask unanimous consent 
that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside, and 
that the Senate proceed to. the consideration of Senate bill 
2969, being the so-called alien deportation bill. 

There being no objection, · the Senate proceeded to con
sider the bill (S. 2969) to authorize the deportation of crimi
nals, to guard against the separation from ·their families of 
aliens of the noncriminal classes, to provide. for legalizing the 
residence in the United States of certain classes of aliens, 
and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agree
ing to the amendment in the nature of a substitute reported 
separately by the Committee on Immigration. 

The amendment in the nature of a substitute, reported by 
the Committee on Immigration, i3 as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof , 
the following: 

"That an alien who entered the United States either from a 
foreign country or ·an insular possession, either before or after the 
passage of this act, shall be· deported ~n the manner provided in 
sections 19 and 20 of the Immigration Act of February 5, 1917 (39 

1 Stat. 889, 890; U. S. C., 1934 ed., title 8, sees. 155, 156), at any 1 
time 1f he- · 

"(1) Has been convicted of violation of any narcotic law of any 
State, Territory, insular possession, or the District of Columbia; 

"(2) Has been convicted in the United States within 5 years of 
the institution of deportation proceedings against him of a crime 
involving moral turpitude, but 1f the alien was not sentenced to 1 

imprisonment he shall be deported only if the Commissioner of I 
Immigration and Naturalization finds that the deportation of the 
alien is in the public interest; 

"(3) Knowingly and for gain encouraged, induced, assisted, or , 
aided anyone to enter the United States in violation of law, or on ; 
more than one occasion subsequent to the date of enactment of 
this act knowingly encouraged, induced, assisted, or aided anyone , 
to enter the United States in violation of law; or . 

"(4} Has been convicted in the United States within 5 years of 
the institution of deportation proceedings against him of the 
crime of p<>Esessing or carrying any concealed or dangerous weapon 
(even 1f the alien was not sentenced to imprisonment) and if 
the Commissioner of Immigration and Naturalization finds that 
the deportation of the alien is in the public interest. 

"SEc. 2. The second proviso to section 19 of the Immigration· Act 
of February 5, 1917 (39 Stat. 889; U. S. C., 1934 ed., title 8, sec. 
155}, is amended to read as follows: Provided further, That th~ 
provisions of the immigration laws respecting the deportation of 
aliens convicted of crime shall not apply to one who has been 
pardoned, nor shall an alien convicted of crime be deported if the 
court, or judge thereof, where the conviction occurred shall within 
90 days after such conviction (or within 90 days after the passage 
of this amendatory act}, due notice having first been given to the 
prosecuting authorities, make a recommendation that the alien be 
not deported as a consequence qf such conviction and if the Com
missioner of Immigration and Naturalization approves that rec
ommendation, nor shall an alien sentenced to imprisonment be 
deported under any provision of law until after the termination 
of the imprisonment, but the imprisonment shall be considered 
as terminated upon the release of the alien from confinement 
whether or not he is subject to rearrest or further confinement in 
respect to the same offense.' 

. "SEc. 3. (a} Tb,e Interdepartmental Committee may permit to 
remain in the United States any alien who entered the United 
States prior to the date of the enactment of this act and is found 
subject to deport~tion, other than one deportable under the act 
o:f October 16, 1918, as amended by the act of June 5, 1920 ( 40 
Stat. 1012; 41 Stat. 1008; U. S. C. 1934 ed., title 8, sec. 137), or 
the act of May 26, 1922 ( 42 Stat. 596; u. s. c., 1934 ed., title 21, 
sec. 175), or the act of February 18, 1931 (46 Stat. 1171; U. S. C., 
1934 ed., title .8. sec. 156a), or section 1 of this act, or the provi
sions of the act of February 5, 1917 (39 Stat. 874; U. S. C., 1934 
ed.., title 8, sec. 156}, relating to prostitutes, procurers, or other 
like immoral persons, if the alien is of good moral character and 
has not been conyicted of a crime involving moral turpitude and 
1f he-

•• ( 1) has llved continuously in the United States for a period 
of not less than 10 years; or 

"(2) has llved continuously in the United States for at least 1 
Y~.ar apd has livi~g in th~ _United States a parent, spouse, legally 
recognized child, or, 1f a minor, a brother or sister, who has been 
lawfully admitted !or permanent residence or is a citizen of the 
United States. 

"The authority of the Interdepartmental Committee shall not ex
tend beyond 3 years after the date of the enactment of this act. 

"(b) AD:Y alien not ineligible to citizenship as to whom there 1r:t 
no record of admission for permanent residence who has been per
mitted to remain in the United States in accordance with subdi
vision (a) of this section shall be recorded as admitted to the 
United States for permanent residence as of the date of the order 
permitting him to remain upon payment of a fee of $18 to the 
Commissioner of Immigration and Naturalization, which fee shall 
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be deposited in the Treasury of the United States as miscellaneous 
receipts. · 

"SEc. 4. (a) An allen who was or hereafter may be admitted to 
the United States as a nonimmigrant under section 3 of the Immi
gration Act of 1924 (43 Stat. 154; U. S. C., 1934 ed., title 8, sec. 
203), or as a student under subdivision (e) of section 4 of that 
act (43 Stat. 155; U. S. C., 1934 ed., title 8, sec. 204), and who 1s 
of a class admissible to the United States in a nonquota or pref
erence-quota status, may make application to the Commissioner 
of Immigration and Naturalization for a. change to the status of a 
person admitted a.s a nonquota immigrant under subdivision (a.) of 
section 4 of that act (43 Stat. 155), as amended (U. S. C., 1934 
ed., title 8, sec. 204 (a.)), or as . a. person admitted by virtue of a 
preference in the quota under clause (A), paragraph (1), of section 
6 of that act (43 Stat. 155), as amended (U.S. C., 1934 ed., title 8, 
sec. 206 (a)). 

"(b) If the Commissioner of Immigratlan and Naturallza.tion 
finds that said alien-

" ( 1) At the time of his application would be entitled to a non
quota visa or to such preference in the quota if he were outside 
the United States; 

"(2) Did not enter the United States as a. nonimmlgrant or 
student to evade the quota provisions of the immigration laws; 
and 

"(3) Is otherwise admissible under the immigration laws, then 
the Commissioner of Immigration and Naturalization may, in his 
discretion, change the status of said applicant to that of a. person 
admitted- for permanent residence without requlrtng the a.llen to 
obtain an immigration visa. For the purposes of the immigration 
and naturalization laws the alien shall be deemed to have entered 
the United States as of the date the application is granted. 

"SEc. 5. Section 1 (a) of the act entitled 'An act to supplement 
the naturalization laws, and for other purposes', approved March 
2, 1929 ( 45 Stat. 1512), 1s hereby amended to read as follows: 

" 'That (a.) the registry of aliens at ports of entry required by 
section 1 of the act of June 29, 1906 (34 Stat. 596; U. S. C., 1934 
ed., title 8, sec. 106), as amended, may be made as to any allen not 
ineligible to citizenship in whose case there is no record of admis
sion for permanent residence, if such allen shall make a satisfactory 
showing to the Commissioner of Immigration and Naturalization 
that he-

" ' ( 1) Entered the United States prior to July 1, 1924; 
"'(2) Has resided in the United States continuously since such 

entry; 
"'(3) Is a person of good moral character; and 
"'(4) Is not subject to deportation.' 
"SEc. 6. (a) In any proceeding under sections 3, 4, or 5 of this act 

the burden of proof shall be upon the allen to establish every 
requisite fact. 

"(b) At the end of each fiscal year, the Secretary of Labor shall 
report to the Secretary of State the number and (as determined 
in accordance with sec. 12 of the Immigration Act of . 1924 ( 43 
Stat. 160; U. S. C., 1934 ed., title 8, sec. 212), the nationality of all 
aliens who-

"(1) Were allowed to remain in the United States under section 3, 
or were given the status of permanent residents under section 4, or 
were registered under section 5; and 

"(2) Entered the United States on or after June 3, 1921, and were 
not charged to any quota at the time of their last entry. 

" (c) The Secretary of State shall deduct the number of aliens so 
reported from the appropriate quotas (determined in accordance 
with the provisions of sec. 11 of the Immigration Act of 1924 ( 43 
Stat. 159; U. S. C., 1934 ed., title 8, sec. 211)), for the next succeed
ing fiscal year, or for later fiscal years if necessary to account for 
the whole number of aliens so reported. 

"SEc. 7. For every application granted under section 4 of this act 
the allen shall pay to the Commissioner of Immigration and Natu
ralization a fee of $18, which fee shall be deposited in the Treasury 
of the United States as miscellaneous receipts. Subdivision (b) of 
section 1 of the act of March 2, 1929, as amended by the act of 
April 19, 1934 (48 Stat. 597; U. S. C., 1934 ed., title 8, sec. 106a 
(b) ) , is amended as follows: Whenever in said subdivision the 
words 'a fee of $10' occur they shall be amended to read 'a. fee 
of $18.' 

"SEc. 8. The Secretary of Labor may specifically designate persons 
holding supervisory positions in the Immigration and Naturaliza
tion Service to issue warrants for the arrest of aliens belleved to 
be subject to deportation under this or any other statute: Provided., 
That no person shall act under a warrant issued by himself. 

"SEc. 9. Any employee of the Immigration a.nd Naturallzation 
Service designated by the Commissioner of Immigration and Natu
ralization shall have power to detain for investigation any alien 
whom he has reason to believe is subject to deportation under the 
immigration laws on the ground that he entered the United States 
without an immigration visa or without inspection or has remained 
in the United States beyond the period for which he has been 
temporarily admitted. Any alien so detained shall be immediately 
brought before an immigrant inspector designated for that purpose 
by the Commissioner of Immigration and Naturalization, and shall 
not be held in custody for more than 24 hours thereafter unless, 
prior t o the expiration of that time, a. warrant for his arrest is 
issued. The detention of any alien pursuant to this section shall 
immediately be reported to the Commissioner of Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

"SEc. 10. The Commissioner of Immigration and Naturalization, 
with the approval of the Secretary of Labor, shall prescribe rules 
and regulations for the enforcement of the provisions of this act. 

"SEC. 11. The Inter-Departmental Committee a.s referred to in 
this act shall be composed of a. representative of each of the De
partments of Labor, State, and Justice. The representatives and 
one alternate for each of them shall be designated respectively by 
the Secretary of Labor, the Secretary of State, and the Attorney 
General. 

"SEc. 12. The foregoing provisions of this act, with the exception 
of sections 2 and 5, are in addition to and not in substitution for 
the provisions of the immigration laws (including sec. 19 of the 
Immigration Act of Feb. 5, 1917 (39 Stat. 889; U. S. C., 1934 ed., 
title 8, sec. 155)), and shall be enforced as part of such laws. 

"SEC. 13. Clause (B) of paragraph (1) of subsection (a) of sec
tion 6 of the Immigration Act of 1924 (43 Stat. 155), as amended 
(U. S. c .. 1934 ed., title 8, sec. 206 (a)), which grants to quota 
immigrants skilled in agriculture, their wives and their dependent 
children under the age of 18 years, a. preference within the quota, 
is repealed." 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I understand there is to 
be some discussion of the subject. The Senator from Massa
chusetts [Mr. CooLIDGE], the chairman of the Committee on 
Immigration. expects to discuss the bill, and other Senators 
also wish to discuss the bill. 

Mr. COOLIDGE obtained the fioor. 
Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. COOLIDGE. I yield 
Mr. AUSTIN. At this point I offer an amendment to the 

committee amendment now before the Semite. I send the 
amendment to the desk and ask to have it stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the 
amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 4, beginning with line 7, it is 
proposed to strike out all after ,;1917" down to and including 
"turpitude", in line 10, and to substitute therefor the fol
lowing: 

(39 Stat. 874), relating to classes excluded entry thereby and 
classes excluded entry by laws referred to therein and not altered 
thereby, and classes deportable for causes other than having en
tered or being found in the United States without an immigration 
visa or a record of admission for permanent residence. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont to the 
amendment in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I suggest the absence of a quorum. I 
know there are some Members of the Senate who desire to 
speak on the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerk will call the 
roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 
Adams Chavez Keyes 
Ashurst Clark King 
Austin Connally La. Follette 
Bachman Coolidge Lewis 
Bailey Copeland Logan 
Barbour Couzens Lonergan 
Barkley Davis Long 
Benson Donahey McGill 
Bilbo Duffy McKellar 
Black Fletcher McNary 
Bone Frazier Maloney 
Borah Gibson Minton 
Brown Glass Moore 
Bulkley Guffey Murphy 
Bulow Harrison Murray 
Byrd Hastings Neely 
Byrnes Hatch Norris 
Capper Hayden Nye 
Caraway Holt O'Mahoney 
Carey Johnson Overton 

Pittman 
Pope 
Radcliffe 
Reynolds 
Robinson 
Schwellenbach 
Sheppard 
Shlpstea.d 
Smith 
Thomas, Okla. 
Thomas, Utah 
Townsend 
Truman 
Tydings 
Vandenberg 
VanNuys 
Wagner 
Walsh 
Wheeler 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BACHMAN in the chair). 
Seventy-nine Senators have answered to their names. A 
quorum is present. 

Mr. COOLIDGE. Mr. President, the measure under con
sideration is the amendment favorably reported from the 
Committee on Immigration in the nature of a substitute for 
Senate bill 2969. As a matter of record, I should like to 
caU attention to a typographical error appearing on page 
4, line 8. The figure there is "156." It should be corrected 
to be "155." 

The bill contains three essential provisions: To authorize 
the deportation of criminals, to guard against the separa
tion from their families of aliens of the noncriminal class, 
and to provide for legalizing the residence in the United 
States of certain classes of aliens. The bill is not an im
migration bill. 
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As chairman of the Committee on Immigration, I bad 

received considerable correspondence showing that there 
was much interest in legislation of this character. I there
fore got in touch with the members of my committee and 
tried to arrange with them the dates when they could best 
attend hearings which would not confiict with other meet
ings they might feel it was important for them to attend. 
After arranging for the meetings I sent telegrams to all the 
organizations and individuals interested, stating the dates 
of the proposed hearings on the bill. 

The committee held several hearings at which much in
terest was shown, and a majority of the committee was in 
attendance at practically every meeting. There were some 
laymen on the committee. There were eight constitutional 
lawYers on the committee, and at least six of those eight 
lawYers were present at every meeting. The hearings were 
very interesting. Those who were for the bill and those 
who were against the bill were given very wide latitude. 

IMPEACHMENT OF HALSTED L. RITTER 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BACHMAN in the chair). 
The hour of 1 o'clock having arrived, to whieh the Senate 
sitting as a Court of Impeachment adjourned, the Senate is 
now in session as a Court to try the articles of impeachment 
against Halsted L. Ritter, United States district judge for 
the southern district of Florida. 

The managers on the part of the House of Representa
tives, Hon. HATTON W. SUMNERS, of Texas; Hon. RANnol.PH 
PERKINS, of New Jersey; and Hon. SAM HOBBS, of Alabama, 
were announced by the secretary to the majority and con-
ducted to the seats assigned them. . 

The respondent, Halsted L. Ritter, and his counsel, Frank 
P. Walsh, Esq., and Carl T. Hoffman, Esq., entered the 
Chamber and took the seats assigned them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant at Arms will 
now make proclamation. 

The Deputy Sergeant at Arms made the usual proclama-
tion. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll 
The legislative clerk (Emery L. Frazier) called the roll, 

and the follo\$}g Senators answered to their names: · 
Adams Chavez Keyes Pittman 
Ashurst Clark King Pope 
Austin Connally La Follette Radcllfte 
Bachman Coolidge Lewis . Reynolds 
Batley Copeland Logan Robinson 
Barbour Couzens Lonergan Schwellenbach 
Barkley Davis Long Sheppard 
Benson Donahey McGUI Shipstead 
BUbo Duffy McKdlar Smith 
Black Fletcher • McNary Thomas, Okla. 
Bone Frazier Maloney Thomas, Utah 
Borah Gibson Minton Townsend 
Brown Glass Moore Truman 
Bulkley Gulfey Murphy Vandenberg 
Bulow Harrison Murray Van Nuys 
Byrd Hastings Neely Wagner 
Byrnes Hatch Norris Walsh 
Capper Hayden Nye Wheeler 
caraway Holt O'Mahoney 
Carey Johnson Overton 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. President, permit me at this point to 
reannounce the absence of certain Senators and the reasons 
given therefor as announced on a previous roll call. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy-nine Senators hav
ing answered to their names, a quorum is present. 

The Chair wishes to inquire if there are any Members of 
the Senate present who have not heretofore been sworn as 
members of the Court? 

Mr. HASTINGS and Mr. REYNOLDS rose, and the oath 
was administered to them by the Presiding Officer. 

Mr. ASHURST. I ask unanimous consent that the Jour
nal of the proceedings of the last session of the Senate sit
ting as a Court of Impeachment be considered as read and 
approved. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and the Journal is approved. 

honorable managers on the part of the House to make an 
election as to whether they will stand upon article I or upon 
article n, the Chair is ready to rule. 

The Chair is clearly of the opinion that the motion to 
strike article I or to require an election is not well taken 
and should be overruled. 

His reason for such opinion is that articles I and n pre
sent entirely different bases for impeachment. 

Article I alleges the illegal and corrupt receipt by the 
respondent of $4,500 from his former law partner, Mr. 
Rankin. 

Article II sets out as a basis for impeachment an alleged 
conspiracy between Judge Ritter; his former partner, Mr. 
Rankin; one Richardson, Metcalf & Sweeny; and goes into 
detail as to the means and manner employed whereby the 
respondent is alleged to have corruptly received the $4,500 
above mentioned. 

The two allegations, one of corrupt and illegal receipt and 
the other of conspiracy to effectuate the purpose, are, in 
the judginent of the Chair, wholly distinct, and the re
spondent should be called to answer each of the articles. 

What is the judgment of the Court with reference to that 
particular phase of the motion to strike? 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, if it be necessary, I move that 
the ruling of the honorable Presiding Officer be considered 
as and stand for the judgment of the Senate sitting as a 
Court of Impeachment. _ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The 
Clla.ir hears none, and the ruling of the Chair is sustained. 
by the Senate. 

With reference to article VII of the articles of impeach
ment, formerly article IV, the Chair desires to exercise his 
prerogative of calling on the Court for a determination of 
this question. . 

His reason for so doing is that an impeachment proceed
ing before the Senate sitting as a Court is sui generis, par
t-aking neither of the harshness and rigidity of the criminal 
law nor of the civil proceedings requiring less particularity. 

The question of duplicity in impeachment proceedings 
presented by the honorable counsel for .the respondent is a 
controversial one, and the Chair feels that it is the right and 
duty of each Member of ·the Senate, sitting as a Court, to 
express his views thereon. 

Precedents in proce.edings of this character are rare and 
not binding upon this Court in a.ny course that it might 
desire to pursue. 

The question presented in the motion to strike article VII 
on account of duplicity has not, so far as the Chair is ad
vised, been presented in any impeachment proceeding here
tofore had before this body. 

The Chair therefore submits the question to the Court. 
Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, under the rules of the 

Senate, sitting as a Court of Impeachment, all such questions, 
when submitted by the Presiding Officer, shall be decided 
without debate and without division, unless the yeas and nays 
are demanded by one-fifth of the Members present, when 
the yeas and nays shall be taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair, therefore, will 
put the motion. All those in favor of the motion of counsel 
for the respondent to strike article VII will say "aye." Those 
opposed will say "no." 

The noes have it, and the motion in its entirety is over
ruled. 

What is the further pleasure of the Court? 
Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, it is appropriate now for 

the learned counsel for the respondent to file their answer 
and have it read. if they choose. 

Mr. KING. I think it should be read. 
Mr. ASHURST. As suggested by the able Senator from 

Utah, the answer should be read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Counsel for the respondent 

may now read their answer. 
MOTION OF MANAGERS TO STRIKE SPECIFICATIONS NOS. 1 AND 2 OF 

RULING ON THE :MOTION OF RESPONDENT TO STJUKE OlJT ARTICLE Vll 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the motion of the bon- Mr. Manager SUMNERS. Mr. President, with the per-
arable counsel for the respondent to strike article I of the mission of the Senate, on behalf of the managers, I should 
articles of impeachment or, in the alternative, to require the like to make aver~ brief announcement. 
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The PRESIDlliG OFFICER. The manager on the part 

of the House is recognized. 
Mr. Manager SUMNERS. The statement will be of inter

est to counsel for the respondent. Article VII--
Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, again, with reluctance and 

regret, I must ask all who speak during the impeachment 
proceedings to speak more loudly. Audition is very impor
tant. Those of us in the back row are unable to hear a 
word that is being uttered by the honorable manager. 
Therefore, all voices must be raised, so that, at least, we 
may have audition. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I suggest that the man
ager on the part of the House, who now has the :floor, take 
the rostrum. 

The PRESIDlliG OFFICER. The honorable manager will 
proceed to the rostrum. 

Mr. Manager SUMNERS (speaking from the desk in front 
of the Vice President). Mr. President, the suggestion which 
the managers desire to make at this time has reference to 
specifications 1 and 2 of article VII. These two specifications 
have reference to what I assume counsel for respondent and 
the managers as well, recognize are rather involved matters, 
which would possibly require as much time to develop and 
to argue as would be required on the remainder of the ca~e. 

The managers respectfully move that those two counts be 
stricken. If that motion shall be sustained, the managers 
·will stand upon the other specifications in article VII to 
. establish article VII. The suggestion on the part of the man-
agers is that those two specifications in article VII be stricken 
from the article. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the response of 
counsel for the respondent? 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, there was so much rumbling 
and noise in the Chamber that I did not hear the position 
taken by the managers on the part of the House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The managers on the part of 
the House have suggested that specifications 1 and 2 of article 
VII be stricken on their motion. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, inasmuch as I did not hear 
a single word that was uttered, I am powerless to reach a 
conclusion. I again say we will have to have the official 
reporters read what is said unless Senators and the managers 
and counsel shall elevate their voices. Otherwise we will 
hear nothing that is said. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ari
zona desire that the manager or the Chair shall restate what 
was said? 

Mr. ASHURST. Let the learned manager repeat or the 
Chair state what was done, and whatever is done let all voices 
be eleva ted. 

Mr. Manager SUMNERS. I am sorry. I have been accus
tomed to speaking in a hall larger than this one where we 
do not hear with such difficulty. I shall do my best to make 
myself heard. 

The motion on the part of the managers is that specifica.:. 
tions 1 and 2 be stricken from article VII. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD rose. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the 

Senator from Minnesota. 
Mr. SlllPSTEAD. In view of the difficultywehave in hear

ing, I would suggest that the same arrangement be made as 
on a former impeachment trial, which was to install a micro
phone so everyone in the Senate Chamber may hear what is 
said by the managers on the part of the House and by attor
neys for the respondent. 

The PRESIDlliG OFFICER. The Chair will take up that 
matter with the Sergeant at Arms and undertake to see 
what can be done. 

What have counsel for the respondent to say? 
Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. President, the respondent is ready 

to file his answer to article I, to articles n and m as 
amended, and to articles IV, V, and VI. In view of the an
nouncement just made asking that specifications 1 and 2 of 
article VII be stricken, it will be necessary for us to revise 
our answer to article VII and to eliminate paragraphs 1 and 
2 thereof. That can be very speedily done with 15 or 20 

minutes if it can be arranged for the Senate to indulge 
us for that length of tiine. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the 
motion submitted on the part of the managers? 

Mr. HOFFMAN. We have no objection. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is made. Is 

there objection? The Chair hears none, and the motion to 
strike is granted. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, it would seem that in the 
interest of the conservation of time and for the convenience 
of the Court, the motion should have been made prior to the 
decision on the question involved in the motion of counsel to 
strike certain articles. I merely make that observation for 
the consideration of the Court. 

ANSWER OF RESPONDENT, HALSTED L. lUTI'ER 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will now read the 
answer as submitted by counsel for the respondent, omitting 
the answer with reference to article VII as suggested by 
counsel. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. President, I might suggest that we 
file the answers to all articles as prepared, and then the 
motion to strike shall take effect after presentation of the 
answer. That will eliminate the necessity for revising the 
answer. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state it. 
Mr. HASTINGS. Was the motion disposed of as made by 

the managers? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. There was no objection 

made to the motion, and the Chair announced that it was 
granted. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Then specifications 1 and 2 of article 
VII have been stricken? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is correct. The clerk 
will read. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to read and read the 
answers to articles I and II and part of the answer to article 
m, when the reading was interrupted by--

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, after consultation with 
the managers and the counsel, I ask unanimous consent of 
the Court that the further reading of the answer be dis
pensed with. It will have to be printed anyway and will be 
available for the use of counsel. · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MURRAY in the chair)". 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

The answer of the respondent entire is as follows: 
In the Senate of the United States of America sitting as a Court 

of Impeachment. United States of America v. Halsted L. Ritter . 
. Answer of respondent, Halsted L. Ritter, to the articles of im
peachment, as amended, exhibited against him by the House of 
Representatives of the United States 

ANSWER TO ARTICLE I 

For answer to the first article the respondent says this hon
orable Court ought not to have or take further cognizance of the 
first of said articles of impeachment so exhibited and presented 
against him, because he says the facts set forth in said first article 
do not constitute an impeachable high crime and misdemeanor, 
as defined in the Constitution of the United States, and that, 
therefore, the Senate, sitting as a Court of Impeachment, should 
not further entertain the charge contained in said first article. 

And now, not waiving the foregoing plea to the jurisdiction of 
the honorable Senate of the United States, sitting as a Court of 
Impeachment, as to said first article, said respondent saving to 
himself all advantages of exception to said first article, ·for answer 
thereto says: 

I. Respondent admits that he 1s now and was at all times men
tioned in said article one of the three duly appointed. qualified, 
and acting judges of the United States District Court for the 
Southern District of Florida, and by arrangement among said 
judges is domiciled in and exercising jurisdiction throughout the 
Miami division of such district. 

II. And further answering said article, respondent says: 
Respondent admits that for some time prior to the appointment 

of respondent as such judge the respondent and A. L. Rankin 
were copartners engaged in the practice of law, with offices at 
West Palm Beach, Fla., and within the southern judicial district 
of Florida, and under the firm name of Ritter & Rankin; that upon 
the appointment of re'Spondent as such judge the said copartner
ship was terminated and dissolved. 

A. L. Rankin on October 11, 1929, as one of the solicitors for 
the plaintiffs, in association with Ernest Metcalf, the other solicitor 
tor the plaintiffs. filed in the United States District Court for the· 
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Southern Dlstrtct of Plarl~ at the offtce- of the clerk of said court, 
a bill of complaint, the initial pleading" in the equity suit. (no. 
6'Z8-M), styled,. Bert E. Holland .. Catherine Sugden. a widow,. and 
Whitfield W. Johnson, as trustees, plafnt11Is, against 'Wbttehall 
Building & Operating Co., a Florida carpora~ion. American Bond 
& Mortgage Co., Inc., an Illlnols corporation, and six oiher de
fendants, such suit being instituted by the plaintiffs for the rene
fit of themselves as holders of bond& secured l>y the deed of trust 
thaetn soug.M to be foreclosed and for the benefit of all other 
holders of other bonds secured by said deed of t.rust, equally and 
ratably. and charging therein fraud. dereliction of duty on the part 
of the trnstee under the deed of trust; and maladministration pf 
said trustee and 'Ule exlstence or an ln.terest in such trustee 1n 
contllet with a.nd advezse to that of the bondholders. 

On May 21~ 1930, respondent entered an order in the case. making 
a partial allowance to A. L. Ra.nk1n. of $2',500 as a reasonable 
advancement tar the services rendered in conserving the property 
in question and causing the trust estate, including the net Income 
and profits thereof for the preceding~ amounting to $237,000, 
to be subjected to the purposes of the trust, said A. L. Rankin 
being entitled theiero under the authorities; and such order ha.ving 
been made upon a hearing of. the pettticm of said Ra.n.kin therefor, 
a~ which hearing all parties in interest were represented and such 
partial allowance being then and there consented to, and which 
said order is in the words and figures following: 

"Upon petition of pla.intifrs. and interveners ln the above-styled 
callBe for an order ftx1ng a. :reasonable compensation for their at
torney, A. L. Ra.n1d.n., for services rendered pla1nt11I.s, interveners 
and all first-mortgage bondholders of Whitehall Building & Operat
ing Co., i:n oon8erVing, bringing into eourt, and creating assets for 
benefit of all said first-mortgage bondholders, and the same being 
dUly considered by the court, and the court being fully advised in 
the premises, and all parties interested being before the court and 
consenting thereto, it ts therefore 

"Ordered, adjudged, and decreed' that upon the said petition the 
sum of $2,500 is hereby allowed as a reasonable a.dva.neement for 
the services rendered in the said reeeivership matter for conserving 
the property, bringing the same into court, and creating the fund 
1n the hands of the receiver-, the :final total allowance to be later 
determined, and the said WalterS. Richardson, as such receiver, be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay to th.e said A. L. 
Rankin, as such attorney, out of the funds in his hands as such 
receiver, the said sum of $2.500, which is herein fixed and allowed." 

Respondent on July 2, 1930, d1d refer to another judge of the 
United States District Court of the Southern District of Florida. to 
wit, Hon. Alexander Akerman. the said app11£ation of A. L. Rankin 
fo:r allowance of compensation unto said Rankin for the services 
by him rendered tn conserving and bringing mto court and subject
ing the _trust estate to. the purposes. ot the trust. the assets made 
the subjeet ma..tter of said sUit, 1nclud1ng the net income and profits 
thereof for the preceding season. amounting to $237,000, and did 
request the said Alexander Akerman to entertain such application 
and to fix and determine the total amount to be allowed said 
Ranldn for sm:.h service upon such applic&twn. The request of 
respondent directed to said Hon. Alexander Akerman being in the 
form of a letter in the words and figures following; 

. JULY 2, 1930. 
Hon. .ALExANDER .AKERMAN, 

United States District Judge, Tampa, Fla. · 
MY DEAR JUDGE: In the case of Hollcuui et ca. v. Whitehall 

Building & Operating Co. (no. 678-M-Eq.), pending in my divi
sion, my former law partner, Judge A. L. Rank.ln. of West Palm 
Beach, has filed a petition for an order allowing compensation 
for his serviees on behalf of tbe platnti.ff. 

I do not feel that I should pass, under the circumstances, upon 
the total allowance to be made Judge Rankin in this matter. I 
did issue an order, which Judge. Rankin will exhibit to you, ap
proving an advance of $2,l:i00 on. his claim. which was approved by 
a.ll attorneys. 

You will appreciate my position in the matterr and I request 
you to pass u.pon the total allowance which should be. made 
Judge Rankin in the pl'emises as an accommodation to me.. This 
will relieve me from any embarrassment hereafter if the question 
sbould arise as to my fa.voli:ng Judge Rankin 1n this matter by 
an exorbitan~ allowance... 

Appreciating very much your kindness 1n this matter, I am, 
Yours sincerely, 

HALsTED L. Rll'TElt. 
Respondent dentes th&t it was hls. intention or purpose in re

ferring said matter to said Alexander Akerman, to have such Judge 
ftx and determtne the total allowance for the said Rankin :for all 
services theretofore rendered and to be th.ereaftel' rendered by 
the said: Rankin as counsel for the plaintitfs in. sa.id case to the 
conclusion of the litigation,. and the respondent positively asserts 
that the applica.tton of the said Rankin so referred to and enter
tained by the said Ale~ander Akerman related to the services ren
dered in said matter in conserving the assets and subjecting the 
trust estate to the purposes of the trust. and did. not relate to 
services to be rendered in forecklstng the deed of trust involved in 
said cause. nor . to any decree that m.Jeht thereupon thereafter be 
rendered, the said cause nat having at the time progressed to tha1r 
stage at which final decree upon the merits would be appropriate. 

Respondent contemplated and expected. that the sald Rankin 
would present to the said Hon.ora.hle Alexander Akerman a.nd that 
sa.id judge wculd peruse the application ot the said Ra.nkin so 
referred by respondent to said judge. and would act upon the 

· &a.ict appllcati()D. in due course and in cust.am.a.ry mann.e.J! and 

upon adequate proof and showing as .. to the reasonal)leneu and 
propriety of the award to be so made thereon.. 

Thereafter. on July 5, 1930, the Honorable Alexander Akerman 
did entertain the applica.tion of the said Rankin !or such com
pensation for such services, which application 1s 1n the words 
and figures following: 

"Now comes plaintiffs and intervenets in the above-styled cause 
by their attorney, A. L. Rankin, and show unto the court that 
your petitioners by and through their attorn~y. A. L. Rankin, in 
behal! of themselves and all other bondholders of Whitehall Build
ing & Operating Co. have caused property o1 the value of more 
than $1,'l50.,000 to be brought into court and placed in the hands 
or a recetver foi"" the purpose of protecting &nd conserving the sa!d 
property and the rents, income, and profits· therefrom tor the 
benefit of all first-mcrtgage bondholders. and in addition to the 
pl'operty being conserved and btougbt into .court.. there has been 
created by virtue of the said receivership for th.e benetlt of all 
bondholders the sum of approximately $237,000, which sum is now 
in the hands of the receiver; that your petitioners had a.n agree
ment with their said attorney that they would pay him tor his 
legal services rendered in said cause a. reasonable attorney's fee, 
the reasonableness of which fee was to be determined and fixed by 
the court; that petitioners• said atto-rney filed the bill of complaint 
for said petitioners the first part of October 1929, and a receiver 
was appointed by this honorable court on the 28th day of October 
!929; and that he has rendered legal services tor your pettt1oners 
in this ~tter continuously since the filing of said bill ·ln having 
a receiver appointed, in adv1sl.ng wtth. receiver for the benefit of 
all bondholders as to the care, protection, conservation, manage
ment, and operation of the property in the hands of said receiver, 
and has represented your petitioners in various and sundry mat
ters, petitions. and legal controversies Incident to· said sult. and 
said reeeivership for more than 8 months, for which servi('es be 
has received no compensation whatever nor no compensation tar 
the expenses necessarily incident to thts work. 

"The premises considered, your petitioners wonld pmy Your 
Honor to. ~scertain wha.t is a rea.sona.ble attorney's fee :for the 
services rendered by their said attorney, A. L~ Rankin, 1n the 
said receivership proceedings, and in conserving the said assets 
of the said Whitehall Building & Operating Co., bringing said 
assets into court and causing to be created the funds now in the 
h&nds a! Walter S. Richardson. as receiver of said property, in the 
sum of approximately $223,000, and to enter an order in thiS 
cause authorizing and directing the said Walter S. Richardson, as 
such receiver of the property of Whitehall BUilding & Operating 
Co. to pay to the sa.td A. L Rankin whatever sum Your Honor 
should find to. be a reasonable compensation for the services 
rendered by the said A. L. Rankin as such attorney up to the pres-
ent time." . · 

And on July 5, 1930, the Honorable Alexander Akerman did 
enter his order upon such application of said Rankin in the 
words and figures following: 

"Upon petition of plaintiffs and interveners in the above-styled 
cause, for an order fi.xing a reasonable compensation for thetr 
attorney, A. L. Rankin, for services rendered pla1nt11fs, interveners, 
and all first-mortgage bondholders of Whitehall Building & Oper
ating Co. in conserving, bringing into- court, and creating assets 
for benefit of all said first-mortgage bondholders, and the same 
being duly considered l>y the court, and the court being tlllly 
advised in the premises it 1s therefore · 

"Ordered. adjudged, and decreed that the sald petition be, and 
the same 1s hereby. granted. and that the sum of $15,000 1s hereby 
fixed as a reasonable compensation for the services rendered in the 
said receivership matter for conserving the property, bringing the 
same into court. and creating the fund in the hands of the re
ceiver, and the said WalterS. Richardson, as such receiver, be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay to the said A. L. 
Rankin, as such attorney, out of the funds in his hands as such 
receiver, the said sum of $15,000, which is herein fixed and allowed:~ 

- Among othe.r matterS' presented to the court :l:n ~etion with 
such application of said Rankin for such compensation were the 
affidavits of H. C. Fischer and George W. Coleman. attorneys at law, 
setting forth in such customary form the opinion of such attor
neys as to the amount of a. reasonable tee in the premises. 

Respondent den1es that the Honorable Alexander Akerman made 
any allowance of any fee to said Rankin for services of such attor
ney for the foreclosure of the trust deed involved 1n said litigation 
and denies respondent had any knowledge of any intention or pur
pose on the part of said Alexander Akerman to fix and determine, 
by bts said order, the fee far said Rankin in full for the services 
ot said Rankin for the foreclosure of the trust deed involved in 
said litigation at said time and date of such order, and so far in 
advance and prior to the determination and disposition of the 
litigation by final decree of foreclosure. and respondent denies he 
allowed to said Rankin an exorbitant fee in said case. and denies 
that the fee awarded the solicitor for the complainants, A. L. 
Rankin, in the final decree of foreclosure terminating the litigation 
had any relation to or connection with the compensation allowed 
unto said Rankin upon his application of May 1930, and asserts 
that the fee fixed and allowed in the said final decree of December 
24, 1930, was reasonable and proper under the law, the facts, and 
the circumstances presented when the said decree was entered. 
The fee of $73,000 fixed and allowed in the final decree of Dec~
ber 24, 1930. was not by any of the parties to the cause a.t the time 
of the entry of said decree considered as a part or portion of the 
conservation fee, nor was such award of such fee in such final 
~cree .of December 24,_ 1930, made under . or have any relation tQ 
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the May 1930 appllca.tlon for conservation fee filed by said A. L. 
Ra.nkln; that the fee of $75,000 fixed in the final decree of fore
closure as compensation of the attorney for the complainants in 
the foreclosure of said trust deed was lawful, proper, and reason
able for the services rendered in the premises, and upon showing 
made before the court at the time and in connection with the 
adequacy and propriety of said sum wa<J a just and proper allow
ance, the court having received and considered the amdavits of 
reputable, outstanding, and prominent members of the bar of the 
county in which the said property is located, namely, Bert Winters, 
H. C. Fischer, Harry A. Johnson. and E. B. Donnell, as to the rea
sonableness of such fee, and the parties to said cause, by and 
through their counsel of record, then and there present at the time 
and place of entry of .said decree, having voiced their assent to the 
said sum and amount to be so allowed and fixed in said decree 
and having consented thereto, as did the said parties with respect 
to all other items and provisions of said decree, which said consent 
was prior to the entry of said decree manifested by the signatures 
of counsel for the respective parties to said cause upon the face of 
the decree, said decree so entered being one fully perused, analyzed, 
and consented and agreed to by and between the parties to the 
cause and their counsel as an appropriate decree, amicably dispos
ing of and terminating the litigation, and such decree, and each 
and every provision thereof, was, prior to the entry thereof, sub
mitted to and approved by the bondholders' committee, represent
ing more than 90 percent of all of the bonds secured by the said 
deed of trust therein foreclosed and such litigation was terminated 
and concluded under and in accordance with the terms and pro
visions of said final decree, and n~ appeal therefrom was taken by 
any party to the cause. 

While the fee of $75,000 was in said final decree allowed to the 
said A. L. Rankin alone, as plaintiffs' attorney in said cause, it 
was in fact the only and total fee allowed for the foreclosure of 
the deed of trust securing $2,500,000 of first-mortgage bonds upon 
the property sold in said cause at an upset price of $1,500,000 and 
such award did cover and embrace all services for the foreclosure 
of such deed of trust rendered by all counsel in the cause asserting 
the rights of their respective clients to foreclose the particular 
deed of trust involved in said cause, and such allowance of $75,000 
was distributed among said attorneys pursuant to an agreement 
(to which respondent was not a party), reached by such attorneys 
at the time of and in connection with, their amicable adjustment 
of their differences upon the questions involved in said litigation 
and the conclusion and disposition of said litigation by such 
attorneys under the consent final decree submitted to and entered 
by the court under the circumstances hereinabove set out; the 
respondent was not a party to and had no connection, directly or 
indirectly, with the agreement and understanding between the 
litigants and their respective counsel with respect to the entry 
of said consent final decree of December 24, 1930, nor with respect 
to the distribution among such counsel of the fee fixed in said 
final decree of foreclosure as compensation of the attorney for 
the foreclosing plaintiffs. 

Respondent denies that he profited directly out of the allow
ance for the attorney fees provided in said final decree, and denies 
that payments of money by said Rankin to respondent were cor
ruptly made or corruptly received, and denies S"\!Ch payments were 
in any sense a gratuity or division of the fees allowed in said 
final decree or intended or received as such, and further answering 
the charges of article I, with reference to the said payments, 
respondent says: 

That at the time of the dissolution of the copartnership existing 
between respondent and said A. L. Rankin, prior to the appoint
ment of respondent as judge, the copartnership was vested with 
certain tangible assets, a clientele and numerous undisposed of, 
unsettled, unfinished, and incomplete cases in litigation in the 
State courts. No written partnership agreement existed between 
the parties, although said copartners were equally interested in 
the copartnership business and assets and at the time of the 
dissolution no formal or written dissolution agreement existed. 
At the time of the dissolution, it was agreed between the copart
ners that respondent should be entitled to receive, as and when 
collected, his rightful portion of fees due or soon to become due 
for work and services theretofore done and performed and which 
such fees at the time had been earned. It was - further agreed 
between the copartners at the time of the dissolution that the 
respondent would be paid by Rankin an additional sum of $5,000 
for the respondent'& interest in the copartnership assets, business 
and clientele, at such time in the future and when Rankin might 
be able to pay such sum to the respondent. 

Pursuant to the agreement and understanding had and entered 
into between said respondent and Rankin at the time of the dis
solution of the copartnership, as aforesaid, Rankin did pay to the 
respondent on December 24, 1930, in cash the sum of $2,500, and 
on April 14, 1931, pursuant to said understanding and agreement 
of dissolution. Rankin did pay to respondent in cash the further 
sum of $2,000, on account of such lawful and just debt and obli
gation due and owing to the respondent from Rankin, and re
spondent properly, honestly, and in good faith accepted such pay
ments in reduction of the then existing honest and lawful debt 
of the said Rankin to respondent. 

Said Rankin did thereafter on September 23, 1931, pay to the 
respondent on account of such indebtedness the further sum of 
$200, and on January 28, 1932, Rankin did pay to respondent the 
further sum of $300, being the final payment of the balance due 
to respondent from Rankin for and on account of the indebted
ness of $5,000 arising from the dissolution of the copartnership 
and under said dissolution understanding and agreement herein
above set forth. 

Upon receipt by respondent of such final payment of $300 on 
January 28, 1932, the respondent did deliver to Rankin a receipt 
for such final payment, which receipt given at the time and place 
of receipt of final payment, is in the words and figures following: 

JANUARY 28, 1932. 
Received of A. L. Rankin three hundred and no/ 100 dollars 

($300) in full for balance on sale of business. 
HALSTED L. RITTER. 

On December 23, 1930, the City National Bank of Miami sus
pended business and closed its doors, it being the second large 
financial institution to suspend business in the city of Miami 
during the last 6 months of 1930, and because of the precarious 
condition and situation of the remaining financial institution in 
the city at the time, respondent deferred depositing the payment 
received from Rankin on December 24, 1930, until the latter part 
of the Christmas holidays, to-wit, December 29, 1930, on which 
date respondent deposited to respondent's credit in respondent's 
bank account at the First National Bank, of Miami, Fla., $2,000 
of the said December 24, 1930, payment received from said Rankin 
and respondent retained in respondent's possession $500 of said 
sum, maintainJ.ng readily accessible such amount of currency as 
had numerous other citizens of the community, until the public 
confidence was restored in the banking situation in the city of 
Miami. Respondent also deposited in respondent's bank account 
at the First National Bank in Miami, Fla., on April 15, 1931, the 
additional $2,000 received by respondent from Rankin on April 14, 
1931, hereinabove more particularly referred to. 

And respondent denies that any of the acts or conduct of the 
respondent in the premises were corrupt or unlawful, and denies 
that he corruptly or unlawfully accepted or received any sums of 
money from said A. L. Rankin, as charged in article I, and avers · 
that his acts and conduct in the premises was proper, honest, and 
lawful, and the $5,000 received as hereinabove set forth, was re
ceived by respondent lawfully, honestly, in good faith, and under 
the circumstances and for the purposes hereinabove set forth, in 
satisfaction and payment of a lawful and honest debt and obliga
tion due and owing to respondent from said A. L. Rankin. 

And respondent specifically denies that he was or is guilty of 
any misbehavior and denies that he was or is guilty of any high 
crime or misdemeanor charged in the said article I, and 

Except as hereinabove specifically admitted or explained, re
spondent denies each and every allegation in said article I con
tained. 

And this respondent in submitting to this honorable Court, this 
his answer to article I of the articles of impeachment exhibited 
against him respectfully insists that he is not guilty of any of 
the charges contained in the said article of impeachment. 

ANSWER TO ARTICLE II 

For answer to the second article, the respondent says this honor
able Court ought not to have or take further cognizance of the 
second of said articles of impeachment so exhibited and presented 
against him, because he says the facts set forth in said second 
artiCle do not constitute an impeachable high crime and misde
meanor, as defined in the Constitution of the United States, and 
that, therefore, the Senate, sitting as a Court of Impeachment, 
should not further entertain the charge contained in said second 
article; 

And now, not waiving the foregoing plea to the jurisdiction of 
the honorable Senate of the United States, sitting as a Court of 
Impeachment, as to said second article, said respondent saving 
to himself all advantages of exception to said second article, for 
answer thereto says: 

I. Respondent admits that he is now and was at all times men
tioned in said article one of the three duly appointed, qualified, 
and acting judges of the United States District Court for the 
Southern District of Florida, and by arrangement among said 
judges is domiciled in and exercising jurisdiction throughout the 
Miami division of such distirct. 

ll. And further answering said article respondent says: 
Respondent admits that for sometime prior to the appointment 

of respondent as such judge the respondent and A. L. Rankin were 
copartners engaged in the practice of law, with omces at West Palm 
Beach, Fla., and within the southern judicial district of Florida, 
and under the firm name of Ritter & Rankin; that upon the 
appointment of respondent as such judge the said copartnership 
was terminated and dissolved. 

On or about July 18, 1928, Walter S. Richardson was elected 
trustee in bankruptcy of the Whitehall Building & Operating Co., 
bankrupt, and as such trustee was in possession of the assets and 
property of such bankrupt estate, consisting principally of a large 
and exclusive hotel property located in the city of Palm Beach, 
Fla., in the southern district of Florida, and respondent says that 
Walter S. Richardson was not appointed by respondent but was 
selected and elected by the creditors in such bankruptcy proceed
ing in the court of the referee in bankruptcy long prior to the 
appointment of respondent as United States district judge. 

Respondent admits such trustee in bankruptcy operated the 
hotel business and hotel property of the bankrupt subsequent to 
his appointment in accordance with the authority in him vested as 
such trustee under the provisions of the National Bankruptcy Act 
and the orders of the bankruptcy court. 

A certificate of review was filed by the referee in bankruptcy 
August 26, 1929, reciting the proceedings had before such referee 
with respect to compensation of the trustee, attorneys for the trus
tee, and attorneys for the petitioning creditors, and reciting in 
connection therewith the action of the referee in the language 
following: 
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"Mter due notfee to creditors, In eompUance with the act. the 

referee did, on the 19th day of August 1929, enter an order allow
ing Walter S. Richardson, trustee, $12,868; Fancher, Paty & War
wick, attorneys for the trustee, $12,866; and Willlamson & catn, 
attorneys for the petitioning creditors, $12,866." 

Upon review of the order of the referee in the premises fixing and 
apportioning the compensation in said matter as above recited, 
respondent, after full and exhaustive hearing in the matter and 
argument of counsel for the parties involved, did on November 1, 
1929, enter an order, among other things, providing: · 

"It is therefore ordered, adjudged, and decreed that there be, and 
hereby is, allowed to Williamson & Cain. attorneys for petitioning 
creditors, a fee of $5,000; and to Fancher, Paty & WarWick, attorneys 
for the trustee in bankruptcy, a fee of $10,000; and to Walter B. 
Richardson. trustee, compensation and fee in the sum of $15,000. 

"It is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the referee be, 
and hereby is, authorized to make such payments, crediting on such 
payments whatever sums under said amounts the said respective 
parties have heretofore received by any order of this court." 

Respondent on December 13, 1929, ordered the distribution of the 
remainder of the administration expense fund on hand in bank
ruptcy matter and such order of the respondent in the premises 
was and ts in the words and figures following: 

"This cause coming on to be heard on report of the referee, and 
it appearing unto the court that the unsecured creditors in this 
cause have recommended that the balance of $8,600 remaining in 
this court be used to pay fees to the attorneys and trustee, and the 
court being advised in the premises, · 

"It is thereupon ordered, adjudged, and decreed that Williamson 
& Cain. attorneys for petitioning creditors, be allowed $2,500; 
Walter S. Richardson, trustee, be allowed $1,800; Fancher, Paty & 
Warwick, attorneys for -the trustee, be allowed $4,300. These 
amounts to be in addition to those fees alre.ady allowed them by 
order of this court." ~ 

Respondent denies that respondent entered into any arrangement 
with any person or persons at any time with respect to the insti
tution of the foreclosure suit involving the Whitehall Hotel or with 
respect to any action. step, deed, pleading, or proceedings, with 
respect to or in connection with the tnstttutlon, prosecution, termi
nation, or disposition of the said case, and denies that any person 
or persons did or performed any act or thing in connection with the 
institution. prosecution. or termination of said litigation pursuant 
to or in furtherance of any arrangement, understanding, or agree
ment with this respondent. 

This respondent denies any knowledge of any acts, steps, deeds, 
or conduct of any party to or counsel in said cause (except such 
as occurred in open court) , and says that he had no conversations 
or discussions with relation thereto or in connection therewith, 
with A. L. Rankin, Ernest Metcalf, Martin Sweeny, nor with any 
or either of said persons, and respondent avers that respondent at 
no time had any cause or reason to discuss the said litigation, or 
to interest himself therein. in any manner whatsoever, until the 
knowledge of the existence of such litigation was acquired by 
respondent by virtue of the initial hearing before respondent as 
judge of the United States District Court for the Southern District 
of Florida, in open court at Miami, Fla., on the occasion of the 
presentation of the application for receiver in said cause on or 
about October 28, 1929. Respondent had no knowledge or In
formation concerning the said suit or concerning any bondholder's 
interest therein or concerning any party to said cause until the 
said cause was brought in due course before respondent in open 
court on the application of the appointment of a receiver on 
October 28, 1929, and respondent had no knowledge or informa
tion of or as to any understandings or arrangements between 
Walter S. Richardson. A. L. Ra.nkin, Ernest Metcalf, and Martin 
Sweeny, or any of them or of any arrangements of either of 
said parties with any bondholder with respect -to the institution 
of said suit, and respondent had no knowledge whatever of the 
filing of-such suit by the pla1nt11Is or their counsel, prior to the 
time of the said hearing in the usual and customary manner. 

Respondent admits he was holding court at Brooklyn, N. Y .. 
in the southern district of New York during the month of Sep
tember and the early part of October 1929. Respondent admits 
that during the time respondent was holding court at Brooklyn, 
N. Y., A. L. Rankin and B. J. Tucker did call upon respondent, 
but respondent denies that Walter S. Richardson called upon or 
visited respondent at Brooklyn. N. Y., as alleged in article II, and 
denies that Walter S. Richardson at any time during the period 
that respondent held court in New York, or any time, called upon 
respondent, or at any time discussed with respondent the said 
suit or any matter pending or connected with the institution 
or prosecution of said suit and denies that he at any time dis
cussed this matter with Rankin at any time or place or had any 
knowledge of said action prior to the tnitlal hearing therein 
before respondent in open court. 

Respondent says that Rankin accompanied by S. J. Tucker called 
at the chambers of respondent at Brooklyn, N. Y., for the purpose 
of presenting, and did then and there present, to respondent an 
application for an order in a certain cause then pending in the 
District Court of the Southern District of Florida, in which S. J. 
Tucker, as receiver for IDghland Glades Drainage District, in the 
case of a. 0. Kuehne et al. v. Highland Glades Drainage District 
(no. 557-M-Eq.), and A. L. Rankin, as attorney for the receiver 
in said cause, sought an order relating to the settlement of cer
tain taxes of the said distrtct in Florida, over which cause and 
receivership respondent then had jurtsd.ictlon and which applica,.. 
tion was accompanied by a stipulation of counsel in the cause 
that the said application be considered by respondent while absent 

from h.fs dlstrtct, the pa.rttes thereto waiving a.ny question of 
jurisdiction of respondent to entertain said application, and said 
application was at the said time and place acted upon by re
spondent, and no conversation or discussion was had by respondent 
with Rankin or Tucker with respect to any other cause or matter; 
that no mention was made by either of said parties of any con
templated suit or suits pertaining to the Whitehall Hotel or any 
other property and any and all allegations contained in article 
II, contrary to respondent's statement in this connection, are 
untrue. 

Prior to the conduct of the examination of the witnesses ap
pearing before the members of the subcommittee of the Judiciary 
Committee of the House of Representatives, and the conduct of 
this investigation under House Resolution No. 163, this respondent 
had no knowledge or information as to any correspondence, com
munications, or understandings between A. L. Rankin and Bert E. 
Holland. 

Respondent denies that Bert E. Holland, at the time of the 
hearing on the application for receivership before the respondent 
or at any other time, advised the respondent that he wished to 
withdraw the suit instituted in his name and denies that Holland 
requested the court to d1sm1.ss the bill of complaint on the ground 
that the bill was :filed without his authority or upon any other 
ground. 

Respondent denies that any act or order of respondent during 
the pendency of said cause was due to, or in pursuance of, any 
previous knowledge or understanding in connection with the said 
case, or any phase thereof, and respondent denies that he ap
pointed Walter S. Richardson receiver because of any previous 
arrangement or understanding with said Richardson or any other 
person, and respondent states that his appointment of Richardson 
was in the exercise of the discretion and judgment of respondent 
alone and was prompted by respondent's knowledge of the suc
cessful operation of the Whitehall Hotel property theretofore by 
Richardson as trustee in bankruptcy for said property which re· 
suited in a net operating profit earned by said bankrupt estate 
under the trusteeship of said Richardson of approximately $300,000. 
Respondent considered said Richardson, by virtue of his previous 
experience in the successful operation of said property as trustee 
in bankruptcy in the prior case in said court, sufficient to emi· 
nently qualify Richardson to discharge creditably and successfully 
the duties of receiver in said cause; and respondent being of the 
opinion that the interest of the bondholders and all parties to the 
cause would best be served by the appointment of such experi
enced person as such receiver, the respondent, for such reasons 
and under such circumstances, did appoint Walter S. Richardson 
as receiver in such suit. No other person was recommended to the 
court at the hearing for appointment of a receiver in such cause, 
and no sufficient objection to the appointment of Richardson as 
such receiver was presented to said court at the time of his 
appointment. 

Such receiver conducted and completed the receivership and 
properly accounted in the premises to the satisfaction of all parties 
in interest in the case, and no objections to the management of 
the affairs of such receivership, or the property therein involved, 
or the accounts of the receiver were ever made or presented to the 
respondent in said case. No party to the cause prosecuted any 
appeal in the litigation from the order of the court appointing 
such receiver or ·from any order entered by the court in the case 
at any stage of the-proceedings. 

Upon the appointment of Walter S. Richardson as such receiver, 
respondent did appoint as attorneys for such receiver one of the 
attorneys representing the plainttffs and also one of the attorneys 
representing the defendant trustee under the trust deed and the 
opposing interests, in order that both the plaintiffs and the de· 
fendants could keep fully informed of the actions and conduct of 
the receiver in and about the operation of the property and at all 
times be conversant with the adm.in1strat1on of such receivership 
at every stage of the proceedings. No objection was ever made by 
any party in interest in said cause to such action of the court, and 
such attorneys, promptly after the entry of said order, qualified 
as such attorneys and thereafter served 1n such capacity through-
out such receivership. · 

Respondent admits allowances were made to Martin Sweeny and 
H. E. Bemis, as ma.na.gers of the property involved in said litiga
tion, employed by the receiver, and says that the allowances so 
made by respondent were fair, just, and reasonable allowances for 
the type, character, and results of the services by them rendered 
in the premises, and no objections were ever made to such allow
ances by any party to the cause, and no appeals were taken 
therefrom. 

On May 21, 1930, respondent entered an order in the case making 
a. partial allowance to A. L. Rankin of $2,500 as a reasonable ad· 
vancement for the services rendered 1n conserving the property in 
question and causing the trust estate to be subjected to the pur
poses of the trust, said A. L. Rankin being entitled thereto under 
the authorities, and such order having been made upon a hearing 
of the petition of said Rankin therefor, at which hearing all 
parties in interest were represented, and such partial allowance 
being then and there consented to, and which said order is 1n the 
words and -figures following: 

"Upon petition of plaintiffs and interveners in the above-styled 
cause for an order fixing a reasonable compensation for their 
attorney, A. L. Rankin, for services rendered plaintiffs, interveners, 
and all first-mortgage bondholders of Whitehall Building & Oper
ating Co. in conserving, bringing into court, and creating assets for 
benefit of all said first-mortgage bondholders, and the same being 
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duly considered by the court, and the court being fully advised in 
the premises, and all parties interested being before the court and 
consenting thereto: It is therefore 

"Ordered, adjudged, and decreed that upon the said petition the 
sum of $2,500 is hereby allowed as a reasonable advancement for 
the services rendered in the said receivership matter for con
serving the property, bringing the same into court, and creating 
the fund in the hands of the receiver, the final total allowance to 
be later determined; and the said WalterS. Richardson, as such re
ceiver, be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay to the 
said A. L. Rankin, as such attorney, out of the funds in his hands 
as such receiver, the said sum of $2,500 which is herein fixed and 
allowed." 

Respondent, on July 2, 1930, did refer to another judge of the 
United States District Court for the Southern District of Florida, 
to wit, Hon. Alexander Akerman, the said application of A. L. 
Rankin for allowance of compensation unto said Rankin for the 
services by him rendered in conserving and bringing into court and 
subjecting the trust estate to the purposes of the trust the assets 
made the subject matter of said suit, and did request the said 
Alexander Akerman to entertain such application and to fix and 
determine the total amount to be allowed said Rankin for such 
service upon application. The request of respondent directed to 
said Hon. Alexander Akerman being in the form of a letter, in the 
words and figures following: 

JULY 2, 1930. 
Hon. ALExANDER AKERMAN, 

United Sta.tes District Judge, Tampa, Fla. 
MY DEAR JUDGE: In the case of Holland et al. v. Whitehall Build

ing & Operating Co. (No. 678--M-Eq.), pending in my division, my 
former law partner, Judge A. L. Rankin, of West Palm Beach, has 
filed a petition for an order allowing compensation for his services 
on behalf of the plainti1f. 

I do not feel that I should pass, under the circumstances, upon 
the total allowance to be made Judge Rankin in this matter. I 
did issue an order, which Judge Rankin will exhibit to you, ap
proving an advance of $2,500 on his claim, which was approved 
by all attorneys. 

You will appreciate my position in the matter, and I request 
you to pass upon the total allowance which should be made Judge 
Rankin in the premises as an accommodation to me. This will 
relieve me from any embarrassment hereafter if the question 
should arise as to my favoring Judge Rankin in this matter by an 
exorbitant allowance. 

Appreciating very much your kindness in this matter, I am, 
Yours sincerely, 

HALSTED L. RITTER. 
Respondent denies that it was his intention or purpose in re

ferring said matter to said Alexander Akerman to have such judge 
fix and determine the total allowance for the said Rankin for all 
services theretofore rendered and to be thereafter rendered by the 
said Rankin as counsel for the plaintifi's in, said case to the con
clusion of the litigation, and respondent positively asserts that the 
application of the said Rankin so referred to and entertained by 
the said Alexander Akerman related to the services rendered in 
said matter in conserving the assets and subjecting the trust 
estate to the purposes of the trust, and did not relate to services 
to be rendered in foreclosing the deed of trust involved in said 
cause, nor to any decree that might thereafter be rendered, the 
said cause not having at the time progressed to that stage at 
which final decree upon the merits would be appropriate. 

Respondent contemplated and expected that the said Rankin 
would present to the said Honorable Alexander Akerman, and that 
said judge would peruse the application of the said Rankin so 
referred by respondent to said judge, and would act upon the said 
application in due course and in customary manner and upon 
adequate proof and showing as to the reasonableness and propriety 
of the a ward to be so made thereon. 

Thereafter, on July 5, 1930, the Honorable Alexander Akerman 
did entertain the application of "the said Rankin for such compen
sation for such services, which application is in the words and 
figures following: 

"Now comes plaintiffs and interveners in the above-styled cause, 
by their attorney, A. L. Rankin, and show unto the court that your 
petitioners by and through their attorney, A. L. Rankin, in behalf 
of themselves and all other bondholders of Whitehall Building & 
Operating Co., have caused property of the value of more than 
$1,750,000 to be brought into court and placed in the hands of a 
receiver for the purpose of protecting and conserving the said prop
erty and the rents, income, and profits therefrom for the benefit 
of all first-mortgage bondholders, and in addition to the property 
being conserved and brought into court, there has been created by 
virtue of the said receivership for the benefit of all bondholders, the 
sum of approximately $237,000, which sum is now in the hands of 
the receiver; that your petitioners had an agreement with their said 
attorney that they would pay him for his legal services rendered 
in said cause, a reasonable attorney's :tee, the reasonableness of 
which fee was to be determined and fixed by the court; that peti
tioners' said attorney filed the bill of complaint for said petitioners 
the first part of October 1929, and a receiver was appointed by this 
honorable court on the 28th day of October 1929; and that he has 
rendered legal services for your petitioners in this matter continu
ously since the filing of said bill, in having a receiver appointed, in 
advising with receiver for the benefit of all bondholders as to the 
care, protection, conservation, management, and operation of the 
pro~rty in the hands of said receiver, and has represented your 
petitiOners in various and sundry matters, petitions, and legal con-

troversies incident to said suit and said receivership for more than 
8 months, for which services he has received no compensation 
whatever nor no compensation for the expenses necessarily incident 
to this work. 

"The premises considered, your petitioners would pray Your Honor 
to ascertain what is a reasonable attorney's fee for the services ren
dered by their said attorney, A. L. Rankin, in the said receivership 
proceedings, and in conserving the said assets of the said Whitehall 
Building & Operating Co., bringing said assets into court and causing 
to be created the funds now in the hands of WalterS. Richardson, 
as receiver of said property, in the sum of approximately $223,000 
and to enter an order in this cause, authorizing and directing the 
said WalterS. Richardson, as such receiver of the property of White
hall Building & Operating Co., to pay to the said A. L. Rankin 
whatever sum Your Honor should find to be a reasonable compen
sation for the services rendered by the said A. L. Rankin as such 
attorney up to the present time." 

And on July 5, 1930, the Honorable Alexander Akerman did enter . 
his order upon such application of said Rankin, in the words and 
figures following: 

"Upon petition of plaintiffs and interveners in the above-styled 
cause, for an order fixing a reasonable compensation for their attor
ney, A. L. Rankin, for services rendered plaintifi's, interveners, and 
all first-mortgage bondholders of Whitehall Building & Operating 
Co., in conserving, bringing into court, and creating assets for 
benefit of all said first-mortgage bondholders, and the same being 
duly considered by the court, and the court being fully advised in 
the premises, it is therefore 

"Ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the said petition be, and the 
same is hereby granted, and that the sum of $15,000 is hereby fixed· 
as a reasonable compensation for the services rendered in the said 
receivership matter for conserving the property, bringing the same 
into court, and creating the fund in the hands of the receiver, and 
the said WalterS. Richardson, as such receiver be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to the said A. L. Rankin, as such 
attorney, out of the funds in his hands as such receiver, the said 
sum of $15,000, which is herein fixed and allowed." 

Among other matters presented to the Court in connection with 
such application of said Rankin for such compensation, were the 
a.fiidavits of H. c. Fischer and George W. Coleman, attorneys at 
law, setting forth in such customary form the opinion of such 
attorneys as to the amount of a reasonable fee in the premises. 

Respondent denies that the Honorable Alexander Akerman made 
any allowance of any fee to said Rankin for services of such 
attorney for the foreclosure of the trust deed involved in said 
litigation and denies respondent had any knowledge of any inten
tion or purpose on the part of said Alexander Akerman to fix and 
determine, by his said order, the fee for said Rankin in full for 
the services of said Rankin for the foreclosure of the trust deed 
involved in said litigation at said time and date of such order, and 
so far in advance and prior to the determination and disposition o! 
the litigation by final decree of foreclosure, and respondent denies 
he allowed to said Rankin an exorbitant fee in said case and denies 
that the fee awarded the solicitor for the complainants, A. L. 
Rankin, in the final decree of foreclosure terminating the litiga
tion, had any relation to or connection with the compensation 
allowed unto said Rankin upon his application of May 1930, and 
asserts that the fee fixed and allowed in the said final decree 
of December 24, 1930, was reasonable and proper under the law, 
the facts, and the circumstances presented when the said decree 
was entered. The fee of $75,000 fixed and allowed in the final 
decree of December 24, 1930, was not by any of the parties to the 
cause at the time of the entry of said decree considered as a part 
or portion o! the conservation fee, nor was such award of such fee 
in such final decree of December 24, 1930, made under or have any 
relation to the May 1930 application for conservation fee filed by 
said A. L. Rankin; that the fee of $75,000 fixed in the final decree 
of foreclosure as compensation o! the attorney for the complain
ants in the foreclosure of said trust deed was lawful, proper, and 
reasonable for the services rendered in the premises, and upon 
showing made before the court at the time and in connection with 
the adequacy and propriety of said sum, was a just and proper 
allowance, the court having received and considered the affidavits 
of reputable, outstanding, and prominent members of the bar of 
the county in which the said property is located, namely, Bert 
Winters, H. C. Fischer, Harry A. Johnson, and E. B. Donnell, as to 
the reasonableness of such fee, and the parties to said cause, by 
and through their counsel of record, then and there present at the 
time and place of entry of said decree, having voiced their assent 
to the said sum and amount to be so allowed and fixed in said 
decree and having consented thereto, as did the said parties with 
respect to all other items and provisions of said decree, which 
said consent was prior to the entry of said decree manifested by 
the signatures of counsel for the respective parties to said cause 
upon the face of the decree, said decree so entered being one fully 
perused, analyzed, and consented and agreed to by and between 
the parties to the cause and their counsel as an appropriate de
cree, amicably disposing of and terminating the litigation, and 
such decree, and each and every provision thereof, was, prior to the 
entry thereof, submitted to and approved by the bondholders' com
mittee, representing more than 90 percent of all of the bonds 
secured by the said deed of trust therein foreclosed, and such liti
gation was terminated and concluded under and in accordance 
with the terms and provisions of said final decree and no appeal 
therefrom was taken by any party to the cause. 

While the fee of $75,000 was in said final decree allowed to the 
said A. L. Rankin alone, as plaintllfs' attorney in said cause, it 
was in fact the only and total fee allowed for the foreclosure o! 
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the deed of tmst securlng $2,500,000 of 11M-mortgage bonds upon 
the property sold in said cause at an upset price of $1,500,000, and 
such award. did cover and embrace all services for the foreclosure 
of such deed of trust rendered by all counsel in the cause assert
ing the rights of their respective clients to foreclose the particu
lar deed of trust involved in said cause, and such allowance of 
$75,000 was distributed among said attorneys pursuant to an 
agreement (to which respondent was not a party) reached by such 
attorneys at the time of and in connection With their amicable 
adjustment of their ·differences upon the questions involved in 
said litigation and the conclusion and disposition of said litiga
tion by such attorneys under the consent final decree submitted 
to and entered by the court under the circumstances hereinabove 
set out; the respondent was not a party to and had no connection, 
directly or indirectly, with the agreement and understanding be
tween the litigants a.nd their respective counsel With respect to 
the entry of said consent final decree of December 24, 1930, nor 
with respect to the dlstrtbution among such counsel of the fee 
fixed in said final decree of foreclosure as compensation of the 
attorney for the foreclosing plainti1fs. 
- Respondent denies that he profited directly out of the allow

ance for the attorney fees provided in said final decree, and denies 
that payments of money by said Rankin to respondent were cor
ruptly made and corruptly received, and dentes such payments 
were in any sense a gratuity, or division of the fees allowed in 
sa.td final decree, or Intended, or received as such; and further 
answering the charges of article n, with reference to the said 
payments, respo~dent says: 

That at the time of the· dtssolution of the copartnership exist
ing between respondent and sald A. L. Rankln, prior to the ap
pointment of respondent as judge, the copartnership was vested 
with certain tangible assets, a cllentele, and numerous undis
posed of, unsettled, unfinlshed, and incomplete cases in litlga.tion 
1n the State courts. No written partnership agreement existed 
between the parties, although said copartners were equally inter
ested in the copartnership business and BISSets and at the time of 
the dissolution no formal or written dissolution agreement existed. 
At the time of the dissolution, it was agreed between the copart
ners that respondent should be entitled to receive, as and when 
collected, his rightful portion o! fees due, or soon to become due for 
work and services theretofore done and performed, and which such 
fees at the time had been earned. It was further agreed between 
the copartners at the time of the dissolution, that the respondent 
would be paid by· Rankin, an additional sum of $5,000 for the 
respondent's interest in the copartnership assets, business, and 
clientele, at such time in the future and when Rank1.n. might be 
able to pay such sum to the respondent. 

Pursuant to the agreement and understanding had and en
tered into between said responent and Rankin at the time of the 
dissolution of the copartnership, as aforesaid, Rankin did pay to 
the respondent on December 24, 1930, in cash the sum of $2,500, 
and on April 14, 1931, pursuant to said understanding and agree
ment of dissolution, Rank1.n. did pay to respondent in cash the 
further sum of $2,000, on account of such lawful and just debt 
and obligation due and owing to the respondent from Rankin, and 
respondent properly, honestly, and in good faith accepted such 
payments in reduction- of the then existing honest and lawful 
debt of the said Rankin to respondent. 

Said Rankin did thereafter on September 23, 1931, pay to the 
respondent on account of such indebtedness, the further sum of 
$200, and on January 28, 1932, Rankin did pay to respondent the 
further sum of $300, being the fina.l payment of the balance due 
to respondent from Rankin for and on account of the indebted
ness of $5,000, arising from the dissolution of the copartnership 
and under said dissolution understanding and agreement herein
above set forth. 

Upon receipt by respondent of such final payment of $300 on 
January 28, 1932, the respondent did deliver to Rankin a receipt 
for such final payment, which receipt given at the time and place 
of receipt of final payment is in the words and figures following: 

JANUARY 28, 1932. 
Received of A. L. Rankin three hundred and no/100 dollars 

( $300) 1n full for balance on sale of business. 
liALsTED L. RI'l'TER. 

On December 23, 1930, the City National Bank of M1am.1 
suspended business and closed its doors, it being the second large 
financial tnstitutton to · suspend business 1n · the city of Mta.mi 
during the last 6 months of 1930, a.nd because of the precarious 
condition and situation of the rema.1ning 1in.ancial institution 1n 
the city at the time, respondent deferred depositing the payment 
received from Rankin on December 24, 1930, until the latter part 
of the Christmas holidays, to wit, December 29, 1930, on which 
date respondent deposited to respondent's credit in respondent's 
bank account at the First National Bank of Miami, Fla .. $2,000 of 
the said December 24, 1930, payment received from said Rankin, 
and respondent retained in respondent's possession $500 of said 
sum. maintaining readily accessible such amount of currency, as 
had 'numerous other citizens of the community, until the public 
confidence was restored in the banking situation in the city of 
Miami. Respondent also deposited in respondent's bank account 
at the First National Bank 1n Miami, Fla., on ·April 15, 1931, the 
additional $2,000 received by respondent from Rankin on April 14, 
1931, hereinabove more particularly referred to. 

And respondent denies that any of the acts or conduct of the 
respondent in the premises were corrupt or unlawful, and dentes 
that he corruptly or unlawfully accepted or received any sums of 
money from said A. L. Rankin, as charged in article n, and avers 

that his acts and conduct in the premtses was proper, honest, and 
lawful, and the $5,000 received as hereinabove set forth was re
ceived by respondent lawfully, honestly, in good faith and under 
the circumstances and for. the purposes hereinabove set forth, in 
satisfaction and payment of a lawful and honest debt and obliga
tion due and owing to respondent from said A. L. Rankin. 

Respondent dentes that he had any knowledge of or consented to 
the payment by A. L. Rankin of any sum or sums of money to 
Walter S. Richardson or to Ernest Metcalf out of and from the 
compensation received by Rankin as counsel in the case; and 
respondent dentes that he had any knowledge as to the amounts 
to be distributed by said attorneys among themselves pursuant to 
an understanding or agreement reached between the parties imme
diately prior · to or about the time of the entry of the final decree 
in December 1930 other than such knowledge as was gained by. 
respondent by virtue of the statement made by one of said counsel 
to the court at the time of the entry of the final decree and such 
knowledge as was conveyed by the stipulation relating to an 
amicable division of the allowed fee in said cause. 

Respondent admits that the allowance of compensation to. 
WalterS. Richardson, as receiver, was made by respondent by order 
dated April 7, 1931, and says that the allowance so made was upon 
proper showing, and was fair, just, reasonable, and commensurate 
With the services rendered by such receiver, and such allowance 
was not exorbitant or unreasonable. 

Respondent d.enies that the compensation allowed to A. L. Rankin 
by respondent upon the applications therefor, and in decrees 
rendered by respondent were excessive or unwarranted, and denies 
respondent personally profited thereby ' in any sum or sums, ·and 
says that such compensation as was allowed by respondent to 
Rankin was warranted, proper, and earned, and was commensurate 
with the services rendered and In keeping With the law and prac
tice in such cases, and was justified by the showing made at the 
time of such allowances and in the light of the law and facts pre
sented to the Court and comparable to allowances of other courts, 
State and Federal, in the southern district of Florida, in like cases. 

Respondent admits respondent and his wife were guests at the 
Whitehall Hotel on Washington's birthday, February 22, 1931, and 
again for a portion of the days of March 3 and 4, 1931, at the invita-
tion of the mangement of the hotel, then in receivership in re-. 
spondent's court, and says that the accommodations extended were 
what is commonly known as complimentary accommodations and 
no charges were presented to respondent therefor. During the stay 
of the respondent at such hotel under the circumstances above set 
forth, respondent and his wife dined at said hotel, and respondent 
used the telephone and purchased one or two newspapers, and 
when the subcommittee of the House of Representatives took 
testimony at Miami, Fla., about 2Y:z years ago, respondent learned 
for the first time, on the occasion of his two visits to the property, 
the total charges for restaurant service, use of telephone, valet serv
ice, and for newspapers, aggregated $44.50, and that, although 
respondent was not presented with any bill or notified of his in
debtedness to said hotel, the total of said items was absorbed by 
the management as complimentary or manager's guest items. 

Respondent further answering says that he accepted the invita
tion of the management of said property and became the guest of 
the management on such occasions (two in number), not only be
cause of the gala social functions a.nd entertainment on such occa
sions otrered to respondent as well as other specially invited guests 
of the management in accordance with the custom and practice of 
the past in the operation of said hotel over a period of many years, 
but for the further reason that respondent desired to familiarize 
himself 1n some measure with the property constituting the 
subject matter of the receivership and its manner of operation. . 

And respondent says he had no way of knowing that his host did 
not pay such items for the respondent, his guest, or that the meals 
and other service to respondent resulted in a loss or deteriment to 
the property or the receivership. 
- Respondent denies that he had any knowledge of or consented 

to the extension of complimentary accommodations and service at 
said hotel to Lloyd C. Hooks and Mrs. Lloyd C. Hooks on any occa
sion. Respondent was not responsible for, and never requested, in 
any manner or on any occasion, the exte'nsion of complimentary 
accommodations and service at said hotel to Thurston Ritter, re
spondent's son, or to Mrs. Merle R. Wa.lker, respondent's daughter, 
on any occasion and that, on the two or three occasions upon which 
a member of the family of respondent stayed for a day or two at 
said hotel, their visits were due entirely and solely to the invitation 
and request and upon the responsibility of either the receiver or his 
managers of said property and not at any· suggestion or request 
of respondent. 

Respondent denies he in any respect, manner, or form willfully 
failed or neglected to perform his duty to conserve the assets o! 
the Whitehall Building & Operating Co. in receivership in his 
court, and denies he permitted in any respect, manner, or form 
any waste or dissipation of the assets of such company or of such 
receivership to the loss, damage, or injury of the creditors of 
said company or any other person, and dentes that he was in any 
respect, manner, or form a party to waste or dissipation of such 
assets, or any part thereof, or in any manner profited by any 
alleged waste or dissipation in the premises, and denies that there 
was at any time any waste or dissipation of assets of such receiver
ship during the pendency of the case in question before the 
respondent. 

And except as hereinabove specifically admitted or explained, re
spondent dentes each and every allegation in said arti.cle n con
tained. 
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ANSWER TO AMENDED ARTICLE m 

For answer to the amended third article, the respondent says this 
honorable Court ought not to have or take further cognizance of 
the amended third article of said articles of impeachment so 
exhibited and presented against him because he says the facts set 
forth in said amended third article do not constitute an impeach
able high crime and misdemeanor, as defined in the Constitution 
of the United States, and that therefore the Senate, sitting as a 
Court of Impeachment, should not further entertain the charge 
contained in said amended third article. 

And now, not waiving the foregoing plea to the jurisdiction of 
the honorable Senate of the United States, sitting as a Court of 
Impeachment, as to said amended third article, said respondent 
saving to himself all advantages of exception to said amended 
third article, for answer thereto says: 

1. Respondent admits that he is now and was at all times men
tioned in said article one of the three duly appointed, qualified, 
and acting judges of the United States District Court for the 
Southern District of Florida, and by arrangement among . said 
judges is domiciled in and exercising jurisdiction throughout the 
Miami division of such district. 

2. And further answering said article, respondent says: 
Respondent is not guilty of any violation of section 258 of the 

Judicial Code (28 U. S. C. A. 373), and has not, since his appoint
ment as judge, exercised the profession or employment of counsel 
or attorney nor has he engaged in the practice of the law. 

And further answering amended article ITI, respondent says: 
At the inception of the employment of the firm of Ritter & 

Rankin as counsel for the plaintitl' for the purpose of instituting 
and prosecuting in the State Circuit Court of the Fifteenth Judi
cial Circuit of Florida, the case of the Trust Co. of Geargia et al. 
v. Brazilian Court Building Corporation et al. (no. 5704, Chancery), 
it was contemplated by the firm of Ritter & Rankin and by thlll 
client in said m&tter that an attorney's fees of $4,000 would be 
adequate compensation for counsel, and it was not contemplated 
at that time that the litigation would be intricate, complicated, 
and of extended nature, and so it was that the parties under such 
circumstances agreed at the outset of such employment that $4,000 
would be sufficient fee for the services to be thereafter rendered 
in such case, which said employment was on or about September 
26, 1927. 

On December 28, 1928, the master filed his report to the court, 
embracing the testimony taken in the case, and on January 2, 1929, 
such master filed the original of his notice to the respective parties 
to the cause, advising such parties of the filing of such master's 
report of proofs taken before said master and the findings of the 
master. The case was set down for final hearing, and final decree 
was entered therein on June 9, 1929, in which said decree the 
court did fix and allow the sum of $8,000 as attorney fees for the 
attorneys for the complainants. 

The litigation, instituted in September 1927, had been protracted 
and much extra and unanticipated work had been performed in 
the case in question up to February 1929, and all prior to the 
appointment of respondent as judge and prior to the dissolution 
of the partnership of Ritter & Rankin, at which time of dissolu
tion respondent also severed his connection with such litigation, 
and after which respondent performed no legal service as attorney 
or counsel in the case. Respondent did request the former client 
to compensate respondent for the extra and unanticipated work 
done and performed by him in such protracted litigation prior to 
respondent's appointment to the bench and the dissolution of 
partnership, which compensation so requested was compensation 
to which respondent was rightfully entitled for work done and per
formed and fees earned prior to his appointment as judge, and 
was not in any sense, for participation or counsel in the litigation 
in any professional or other capacity subsequent to his appoint
ment as judge, or in any manner in violation of the Federal 
statutes. 

Having had active charge of the litigation in question in the 
State court, prior to his appointment as judge, after his appoint
ment as judge respondent naturally expected the necessity to arise 
for discussions with his former client and succeeding counsel of 
proceedings which had taken place under the previous direction 
of the respondent before his appointment as judge, for the pur
pose of familiarizing such parties with such previous phases of the 
litigation and any questions therein involved, so that counsel suc
ceeding the respondent in the litigation might be enabled to 
arrange for the subsequent proceedings that they might decide 
were necessary for the conclusion of the litigation upon the plead
ings and the proofs theretofore handled by the respondent prior 
to his appointment as judge. Respondent had no desire or inten
tion to render any professional service in such matter or for such 
clients, but intended only to convey to the former client and his 
then counsel such information as respondent possessed with re
spect to the progress of the litigation in the past, as might be 
desired to enable the then counsel to conduct such litigation in 
the future, and such was the duty of respondent and such was the 
only interest which respondent had. and could have in such 
litigation. 

Respondent, on March 11, 1929, by letter requested Charles A. 
Brodek, of the firm of Brodek, Raphael & Eisner, counsel for Mul
ford Realty Corporation, to compensate respondent for the extra, 
unanticipated work done and performed in this protracted litiga
tion prior to the appointment of respondent as judge, and re
spondent did not request any compensation for any future service 
to be rendered, and did not agree to perform and did not intend 
to perform, and did not at any time or in any manner perform 

any professional service in the case after his appointment as judge. 
On or about April 4, 1929, respondent received $2,000 from 

Charles A. Brodek as and for compensation for extra and unantici
pated work in such litigation performed prior to appointment of 
respondent as judge, and such sum constituted and represented 
that part or portion of the additional fee in said case to which 
respondent was rightfully entitled for the extra and unanticipated 
work, and which sum had been justly earned by the respondent 
and wh.ich said sum constituted the figure and amount the re
spondent deemed just and reasonable and earned as his portion 
of the additional fee for such extra and unanticipated work in 
the case. The remainder of the compensation for such unantici
pated and extra work being rightfully and justly due to A. L. 
Rankin, who thereafter collected the same when the total fee for 
services rendered in said case by counsel for the plaintiffs was 
fixed and determined in the final decree in said case, which final 
decree fixed said fee at $8,000. 

Respondent denies that he concealed from A. L. Rankin the fact 
that respondent received the respondent's portion of the earned 
and deserved compensation afore~aid collected from Mulford Realty 
Corporation, and says that A. L. Rankin had knowledge of such 
facts and of such collection. 

Respondent admits the Mulford Realty Corporation did have an 
interest in, and may now have an interest in, Florida real estate 
lying within the territorial jurisdiction of the United States Dis
trict Court for the Southern District of Florida, but respondent 
says that the Mulford Realty Corporation has never, to the knowl
edge of respondent, had any litigation in the United States District 
Court for the Southern District of Florida, and has never contem
plated the institution of any litigation in such court, and has never 
been interested in any matters or cases before the respondent or 
the court over which respondent presides; and had Mulford Realty 
Co. become a party to any litigation in such court after the ap
pointment of respondent as judge of said court, the respondent 
would not hear and determine such litigation because of his dis
qualification by reason of his former professional relationship with 
Mulford Realty Corporation prior to his appointment as judge of 
said court. 

And, further answering, the respondent says that in the Brazilian 
court case in the State court of Palm Beach County, the defendant 
in July 1929 did prosecute an appeal to the Supreme Court of 
Florida from the final decree entered in said cause; that said cause 
on appeal was resisted by A. L. Rankin and briefed and argued by 
A. L. Rankin in the Supreme Court of the State of Florida. Said 
A. L. Rankin was succ~ssful in said matter before the Supreme 
Court of the State of Florida, and the circuit court orders and 
decrees were affirmed by such appellate court. 

Respondent performed no service of any kind or character in 
connection with such appeal or such litigation after respondent's 
appointment as judge, and all sErvices rendered by counsel to the 
plaintitl' in said cause was rendered by A. L. Rankin after re
spondent's appointment as judge, and for which said service the 
said Rankin was duly paid by his said client. Respondent did not 
request or receive any of the compensation paid to said Rankin 
for his services in said cause, nor did respondent receive from any 
source any part of the compensation for the services rendered by 
said Rankin after respondent was appointed judge. 

And, except as hereinabove specifically admitted or explained, 
respondent denies each any every allegation in said amended 
article m contained. 

And this respondent, in submitting to this honorable Court this, 
his answer to article IT and amended article m of the articles of 
impeachment exhibited against him, respectfully insists that he 
is not guilty of the charges contained in the said two articles of 
impeachment. 

ANSWER TO ARTICLE IV 

For answer to the fourth article, the respondent says this honor
able Court ought not to have or take further cognizance of the 
fourth of said articles of impeachment so exhibited and presented 
against him, because he says the facts set forth in said fourth 
article do not constitute an impeachable high crime and misde
meanor, as defined in the Constitution of the United States, and 
that therefore the Senate, sitting as a Court of Impeachment, 
should not further entertain the charge contained in said fourth 
article. 

And now, not waiving the foregoing plea to the jurisdiction of 
the honorable Senate of the United States, sitting as a Court of 
Impeachment, as to said fourth article, said respondent saving to 
himself all advantages of exception to said fourth article, for answer 
thereto says: 

I. Respondent admits that he is now and was at all times men
tioned in said article, one of the three duly appointed, qualified, 
and acting judges of the United States District Court for the South
ern District of Florida, and by arrangement among said judges, is 
domiciled in and exercising jurisdiction throughout the Miatni 
division of said district. 

II. And further answering said article, respondent says: 
Respondent is not guilty of any violation of section 258 of the 

Judicial Code (28 U. S. C. A. 373} and has not, since his appoint
ment as judge, exercised the profession or employment of counsel 
or attorney nor has he engaged in the practice of the law. 

And further answering article IV, respondent says: 
Respondent denies that respondent received from J. R. Francis 

$7,500 for any professional or legal services or employment as counsel 
or attorney in any matter of any kind or character whatsoever 
subsequent to the respondent's appointment as judge, and respond
ent performed no service of any kind or character in connection 
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with any of the matters set forth 1n article IV, subsequent to 
respondent's appointment as judge and at nq time after respondent's 
appointment as judge, accepted or received 'any compensation from 
said J. R. Francis for any acts, legal, professional, or otherwise, in 
behalf of said J. R. Francis to be done or performed subsequent to 
the appointment of respondent as judge. 

And except as hereinabove specifically admitted or explained, 
respondent denies each and every allegation in said article IV 
contained. 

And this respondent 1n submitting to this honorable Court this 
his answer to article IV of the articles o! impeachment exhibited 
against him, respectfully insists that he is not guilty of any of the 
charges contained in the said article of impeachment. 

ANSWER TO ARTICLE V 

For answer to the fifth article, the respondent says this honor
able Court ought not to have or take further cognizance of the fifth 
of said articles of impeachment so exhibited and presented against 
him, b~cause he says the facts set forth in said fifth article do 
not constitute an impeachable high crime and misdemeanor, as 
aefined in the Constitution of the United States, and that, there
fore, the Senate, sitting as a Court of Impeachment, should not 
further entertain the charge contained in said fifth article. 

And now, not waiving the foregoing plea. to the jurisdiction of 
the honorable Senate of the United States, sitting as a Court of 
Impeachment, as to said fifth article, said respondent saving to 
himself all advantages of exception to said fifth article, for answer 
thereto says: 

I. Respondent admits that he is now and was at all times men
tioned in said article, one of the 'three duly appointed, qualified, 
and acting judges of the United States District Court for the 
Southern District of Florida, and by arrangement among said 
judges, is domiciled in and exercising jurisdiction throughout the 
Miami division of said district. 

IT. And further answering said article, respondent says: 
Respondent denies that while such judge he was guilty of vio

lation of section 146B of the Revenue Act of 1928 and denies 
that he willfully attempted in any manner to evade or defeat the 
payment of any income tax levied against the respondent in and 
by said act, and respondent denies that respondent received gross 
taxable income during the year 1929 over and above his salary as 
judge to the amount of some $12,000 and asserts respondent ' had 
no tax llabilJty whatsoever under said act for the year 1929. 

And except as hereinabove specifically admitted or explained, 
respondent denies each and every allegation in said article V con
tained. 

And this respondent 1n submitting to this honorable Court, this 
his answer to article V of the articles of impeachment exhibited 
against him, respectfully insists that he is not guilty of any of 
the charges contained in the said article of impeachment. 

ANSWER TO ARTICLE VI 

For answer to the sixth article the respondent says this honorable 
Court ought not to have or take further cognizance of the sixth of 
said articles of impeachment so exhibited and presented against 
him, because he says the facts set forth in said sixth article do not 
constitute an impeachable high crime and misdemeanor as defined 
in the Constitution of the United States, and that, therefore, the 
Senate, sitting as a. Court of Impeachment, should not further 
entertain the charge contained in said sixth article. 

And now, not waiving the foregoing plea to the jurisdiction of 
the honorable Senate of the United States, sitting as a Court ot 
Impeachmen~. as to said sixth article, said respondent saving to 
himself all advantages of exception to said sixth article, for answer 
thereto says: 

I. Respondent admits that he is now and was at all times men
tioned in said article one of the three duly appointed, qualified, 
and acting judges of the United States District Court for the South
ern District of Florida., and, by arrangement among said judges, is 
domiciled in and exercising jurisdiction throughout the Miami 
division of said district. 

n. And further answering said article, respondent says: 
Respondent denies that while such judge he was guilty of viola

tion of section 146B of the Revenue Act of 1928 and denies that 
he willfully attempted in any manner to evade or defeat the pay
ment of any income tax levied against respondent in and by said 
act, and respondent admits that respondent received during the 
year 1930 a gross income over and above his salary as judge to the 
amount of $5,300, but denies that said $5,300 was taxable net in
come, and respondent says that the item of $2,500 mentioned in 
said article as received from A. L. Rankin on December 24, 1930, 
and included in said $5,300, was reported by respondent in re
spondent's income-tax return for 1931, and asserts that the respond
ent claimed and was allowed deductions authorized, allowed, and 
permitted by law aggregating $6,358.59, and respondent asserts 
respondent had no tax llablllty whatsoever under said act for the 
year 1930. 

And except as hereinabove speciiically admitted or explained, 
respondent denies each and every allegation· in said article VI 
contained. 

And this respondent in submitting to this honorable Court this 
his answer to article VI of the articles of impeachment exhibited 
against him respectfully insists that he is not guilty of any of the 
charges contained in the said article of impeachment. 

Dated April 3, 1936. 
ANSWER TO ARTICLE Vll, AS AMENDED 

For answer to the amended seventh article, the respondent says 
this honorable Court ought not to have or take further cognizance 
of the seventh of said articles of impeachment so exhibited and 

presented against him, because he. says the facts set forth in said 
seventh article, as amended, do not constitute an impeachable 
high crime and misdemeanor as defined 1n the Constit-ution of 
the United States and that, therefore, the Senate, sitting as a 
Court of Impeachment, should not further entertain the charge 
contained in said article VII, as amended. 

And now, not waiving the foregoing plea to the Jurisdiction of 
the honorable Senate of the United states, sitting as a Court of 
Impeachment, as to the sa.1d seventh article, as amended, said 
respondent, saving to himself all advantages of exception to said 
seventh article, as amended, for answer thereto says: 

I. Respondent admits that he 1s now and was at all times men· 
tioned in said article as amended, one of the three duly appointed, 
qualified, and acting judges of the United States District Court for 
the Southern District of Florida, and by arrangement among said 
judges, is domiciled in and exercising jurisdiction throughout the 
Miami division of such district. 

n. And further answering said article, as amended, respondent 
says: . 

Respondent denies his actions and conduct as an individual and 
as a judge have brought his court into scandal and disrepute and 
denles that any of his acts or conduct have destroyed public con
fidence in the administration of justice in said court or destroyed 
public respect for or confidence in the Federal judiciary. 

And for answer to paragraph 3 of said article VII, as amended, 
respondent says: 

Respondent denies he received $4,500 from his fornier law part
ner corruptly as alleged in article I and respondent here adopts, 
by reference, his answer to article I as the answer to such cliarge 
contained in paragraph 3 of article VII, as amended, such charge 

·being the same and identical charge presented and made the sub· 
ject matter of articles I and n. 

And further answering, respondent denies that he received large 
fees or gratuities from J. R. Francis and denies that there was 
anything wrong or corrupt in any of his relations or transactions 
with J. R. Francis, and says that said J. R. Francis at no time had 
any litigation pending in the United States District Court for the 
Southern District of Florida, to the knowledge of respondent, 
the said J. R. Francis never at any time had. any interest in any 
property, real or personal, involved in any litigation in the United 
States District Court for the Southern District of Florida. 

And for answer to that part of paragraph 3 of article VII, as 
amended, relating to the payment of $2,000 to the respondent by 
Charles A. Brodek. of the firm of Brod.ek, Raphael & Eisner, repre· 
senting Mulford Realty Corporation, the respondent, by reference, 
adopts the answer of respondent to article m as the respondent's 
answer to such charge here again presented in paragraph 3 of 
article VII, as amended, such charge being the same and identical 
charge presented and made the subject matter of article m. 

And for answer to paragraph 4 of article VII, as amended, 
wherein articles I, n, m, IV, V, and VI are by reference incorpo
rated as part of article VII, as amended, this respondent says, 
respondent, by reference, adopts as his answer to said paragraph 
4 of article VII, as amended, the answer of respondent to the 
said articles I. n, m, IV, V, and VI. 

And except as hereinabove specifically admitted or explained, 
respondent denies each and every allegation in said article VII, 
as amended., contained. 

And this respondent in submitting to this honorable Court this, 
his answer to article VII, as amended, of the articles of impeach
ment exhibited against him, respectfully insists that he is not 
guilty of any of the charges contained in the said article o! 
impeachment. 

Dated April 3, 1936. 
HALsTED L. RITTER, 

Respondent. 
FRANK P. WALSH, 

Of New York, N. Y. 
CARL T. HOFFMAN, 

Oj Miami, Fla., 
Of Counsel jor Respondent. 

On motion of Mr. AsHURST, it was 
Ordered, That the answer of the respondent, Halsted L. Ritter, 

to the articles of impeachment, as amended, exhibited against him 
by the House of Representatives be printed for the use of the 
Senate sitting in the trial of said impeachmel;lt. 

On motion of Mr. A.smmsT. it was 
Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate communicate to the 

House of Representatives an attested copy of the answer of Hal· 
sted L. Ritter, United States district judge for the southern dis· 
trict of Florida, to the articles of impeachment, and also a copy 
of the order entered on the 12th ultimo prescribing supplemental 
rules for the said impeachment trial. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I respectfully inquire of 
the managers on the part of the House of Representatives 
if they have any suggestions to make. If not, I wish to 
make a motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BACHMANN in the chair). 
Have the honorable managers of the House any suggestions? 

Mr. Manager SilldNERS. Mr. President, I do not believe 
we have. 



1936 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE 4907 
Mr. ASHURST. Then, Mr. President, I move that the 

Senate, sitting as a Court of Impeachment, adjourn until 12 
o'clock meridian on Monday, April 6. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the mo
tion of the Senator from Arizona. 

The motion was agreed to; and <at 2 o'clock and 35 min
utes p. m.) the Senate, sitting as a Court of Impeachment, 
adjourned until Monday, April 6, 1936, at 12 o'clock 
meridian. 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BACHMAN in the chair). 
The Senate is now in legislative session. 

DEPORTATION OF ALIEN CRIMINALS 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill <S. 2969) 
to authorize the deportation of criminals, to guard against 
the separation from their families of aliens of the non
criminal classes, to provide for legalizing the residence in 
the United States of certain classes of aliens, and for other 
purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment, in the nature of a substitute, reported 
by the committee. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll. 
The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names: 
Adams Clark King 
Ashurst Connally La Follette 
Austin Coolidge Lewis 
Bachman Copeland Logan 
Bailey Couzens Lonergan 
Barbour Davis Long 
Barkley Donahey McGill 
Benson Duffy McKellar 
Bilbo Fletcher McNary 
Black Frazier Maloney 
Bone Gibson Minton 
Borah Glass Moore 
Brown Guffey Murphy 
Bulkley Hale Murray 
Bulow Harrison Neely 
Byrd Hastings Norris 
Byrnes Hatch Nye 
Capper Hayden O'Mahoney 
Caraway Holt Overton 
Carey Johnson Pittman 
Chavez Keyes Pope 

RadclUfe . 
Reynolds 
Robinson 
Schwellenbach 
Sheppard 
Shipstead 
Smith 
Steiwer 
Thomas, Okla. 
Thomas, Utah 
Townsend 
Truman 
Tydings 
Vandenberg 
Van Nuys 
Wagner 
Walsh 
Wheeler 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Eighty-one Senators having 
answered to their names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. COOLIDGE .. Mr. President, I think that at the time 
I addressed the Senate earlier in the day, before it began 
its session as a Court of Impeachment, I had come to the 
point where I was discussing the attendance at the hear
ings, and the testimony given by the witnesses who ap
peared. As I then stated, the committee was very liberal 
with the witnesses, although they were interested in many 
questions pertaining to immigration and naturalization, and 
discussed many subjects foreign to the bill before the Senate. 
The witnesses came from Buffalo, N. Y., from New York 
City, from New Jersey, from Philadelphia, from Chicago, 
from Boston, and other places, and many of the organiza
tions whose witnesses appeared before the committee have 
their principal offices here in Washington. 

I might say again to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
NORRIS] that when I sent the telegrams to these various 
organizations, no discrimination whatever was shown in 
favor of those for the pending bill, and against those who 
opposed it, as the copies of the communications I have in 
my office will indicate. No discrimination has been shown 
in regard to any of the matters heard relating to the bill. 

We held hearings on February 24 and 29 and on March 
3 and 11, and the committee sat late in the afternoon, on 
some days as late as half past 6 o'clock. Immediately after 
the hearings were concluded the committee went into execu
tive session and proceeded to prepare the amended bill, and 
practically all those who attended the executive meetings 
had heard the testimony. vVe prepared the amended bill, 
which we thought was pretty nearly airtight. We thought, 

· in fact, that it would be desirable to bring into the Senate, 
if possible, a bill to which no one could object. I do not 

know whether or not such a thing has ever heretofore been 
done in .the case of an important measure. 

There was but one objection. At the last executive meet
ing, when the bill was prepared, one of the Senators present 
objected because he had an amendment which he proposed 
to offer. I shall not enter upon a discussion of that amend
ment, but it will be debated, no doubt, by the Senator who 
offered it. 

I do not know whether the Senator from Nebraska under
stood from what I said in the earlier part of my remarks 
that the pending bill is not an immigration bill, but that it 
has to do with the separation of families, with the deporta
tion of alien criminals whom we do not desire to have in 
our country, and whose presence is a constant source of ex
pense and trouble. When they commit crimes and are 
brought before the courts and convicted, if they cannot be 
·deported they have to be supported in the jails. They are 
of no use, but ·are a menace. To the Bureau of Investigation 
in Washington 10,000 fingerprints of such aliens have been 
sent by chiefs of police and agencies in different cities. 
There are enough of our own citizens who do not act as they 
should act, without having our country compelled to support 
criminal aliens. 

In further explanation of the bill I desire to say that 
under the present law 1,700 alien criminals are deported 
annually, while 4,000 alien criminals, who are a danger and 
menace to the country, escape deportation every year. 

Mr. KING. There are 20,000 in all who should be 
deported. 

Mr. COOLIDGE. Yes. This means that under existing 
laws, for every criminal alien who is deported two are per
mitted to escape. The same laws which deal so lightly with 
the criminal alien bear with unbelievable harshness and 
severity upon the noncriminal alien. While any judge or 
magistrate can avert the deportation of criminal aliens not 
even the President of the United States can avert the de
portation of an alien who is not a criminal. 

Under the present law, aliens of good character are tom 
from their families, their wives and children, wives from 
their husbands, and at times children from their parents. 
It is not unusual for these families to be dispersed to several 
countries beyond any possibility of reunion. In many, if not 
in most, of the cases of aliens of good character, their fam
ilies are left behind in the United States to become public 
charges. 

These are the two problems with which the bill under 
consideration attempts to deal. It provides the means for 
deporting three times as many alien criminals as are de
ported today. It likewise provides a means for the exercise 
of humane discretion in the case of noncriminal aliens who 
have their families in this country and whose deportation 
would result in serious hardship and suffering to the inno
cent and in imposing on the Government of the United 
States the cost of their maintenance. 

The bill does not deal with immigration policy; it con
fines itself. to the correction of the defects in the law which 
impede proper administration. Its passage will solve the 
two most serious problems with which we are confronted in 
the administration of the immigration laws: The deporta
tion of the undeserving and criminal aliens, and the intro
duction into our deportation statutes, insofar as they affect 
aliens of good character, of the American principles of 
justice, humanity, and the protection of the home and 
family unit. 

I read the following letter from the Secretary of State: 

The Honorable MARcus A. CooLIDGE, 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, March 24, 1936. 

United States Senate. 
DEAR SENATOR CooLIDGE: I refer to the recent hearings before 

the Senate Committee on Immigration on S. 2969, a bill having as 
its object "to authorize the deportation of criminals, to guard 
against the separation from their families of aliens of the non
criminal classes, to provide for legalizing the residence in the 
United States of certain classes of aliens, and for other purposes." 

This bill is one which, from the administrative standpoint, is of 
principal concern to the Department of Labor since it deals mainly 
with matters of deportation. The bill provides, however, in sections 
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1, 2, and S, for an interdepartmental committee for its admln.lstra
tion, to be comprised. of representatives of the Departments of State. 
Justice, and Labor. · 

In view of the participation of the Department o! State in the 
bill's administration as thus provided, I have given both thought 
and study to the bill, and I wish to advise you that the Depart
ment of State agrees with the chief objectives which the bill seeks 
and the pollcy back of the same. 

Sincerely yours, 
CORDELL HULL. 

·Mr. President, it is my belief that the pending bill, drawn, 
as it is, by the very fine committee of attorneys and laymen 
who have studied the subject so long and so seriously, is as 
nearly correct a bill on the subj~ct as could be drawn. I 
hope the Senate will agree with me in that respect. 

Mr. REYNOLDS obtained the fioor. 
Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MURPHY in the chair). 

Does the Senator from North Carolina yield to the Senator 
from Vermont? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I yield. 
Mr. AUSTIN. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sen-

ators answered to their names: 
Adams Clark King 
Ashurst Connally La Follette 
Austin Coolidge Lewis 
Bachman Copeland Logan 
Bailey Couzens Lonergan 
Barbour Davis Long 
Barkley Donahey McGill 
Benson Duffy McKellar 
Bilbo Fletcher McNary 
Black Frazier Maloney 
Bone Gibson Minton 
Borah Glass Moore 
Brown Guffey Murphy 
Bulkley Hale Murray 
Bulow Harrison Neely 
Byrd ·Hastings Norris 
Byrnes Hatch Nye 
Capper Hayden O'Mahoney 
Caraway Holt Overton 
Carey Johnson Pittman 
Chavez Keyes Pope 

Rad.cllffe 
Reynolds 
Robinson 
Schwellenbach 
Sheppard 
Shlpstead 
Smith 
Steiwer 
Thomas, ·okla. 
Thomas, Utah 
Townsend 
Truman 
Tydings 
Vandenberg 
VanNuys 
Wagner 
Walsh 
Wheeler 

Th.e PRESIDING OFFICER. Eighty-one Senators having 
answered to their names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me 
before he begins his speech, so that I may ask a few ques
tions in order to ascertain if I understand the issue before 
the Senate? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I yield. 
Mr. wALSH. In the .first place, the proposed bl.D does not 

deal at all with aliens who entered this country illegally 
before 1924? · 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I so understand. 
Mr. WALSH. Aliens who entered the country illegally 

prior to 1924 are by previous laws now held to be here 
legally? 
_ Mr. REYNOLDS. I so understand 

Mr. WALSH. This bill purports to deal only with the dis
position of aliens of good character who illegally entered the 
country since 1924? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. That is my understanding. 
Mr. wALSH. The bill relates to the bestowal of discre

tionary power on some governmental agency to stay deporta
tion in the case of certain aliens because of alleged hardship.s 
to others? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Yes. 
Mr. COOLIDGE. Mr. President, I wish to make a correc

tion in the measure submitted as an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute. As printed it reads: 

Mr. KING submitted the following. 

That language should not have appeared in the amended 
bill. Certain Senators have asked me if that is the commit
tee bill. The amended bill is the committee bill. I did not 
happen to be present at the committee meeting last Satur
day, so the Senator from Utah [Mr. Kmal brought in the 
bill. However, it is the committee bill, in which the Senator 

.from Utah concurs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.. The Chair is advised th~t the 
error complained of was made at the Government Printing 
Office. 

Mr. KING. Exactly. The amendment in the natme of a. 
substitute was offered in the committee in behalf of the chair· 
man of the committee, who was absent from the city, and had 
been out of the city for some time. I was instructed by the 
committee to offer it and send it down to the Printing Office. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. So that the amendment in 
the nature of a substitute appearing on Senators' desks as 
offered by the Senator from Utah [Mr. KING] is really the 
committee bill? . 

Mr. KING. It was to be offered. by the chairman of the 
committee for the committee, but the chairman being absent 
I offered it for him. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. President, I wish to say at the out .. 
set to the Senators who are assembled here this afternoon 
that I am, indeed, exceedingly reg1:etful that every Member 
of this body is not present, particularly during my opening 
remarks, in order that each of them might be advised, so far 
as I can do so in my simple way, as to the great importance · 
of the subject matter embodied in this bill 

I likewise, Mr. President, wish to preface my remarks by 
the statement that, in my humble opinion, there is no subject 
before the American people today, nor has there been any 
subject before any Congress of the United States for several 
years past, nor will there be any subject brought to the 
attention of the Congress for many years in the future, that 
.could be of any more vital and far-reaching importance than 
the measure which is now the sutject of consideration. I 
make that statement unhesitatingly because I, like every 
other Member of this honorable body, whether he be on this 
side of the aisle or on the other side of the aisle, have in mind 
and have at heart and have in int-erest the great American 
people. That is our first interest, and this bill deals funda
mentally with the interest of the American people. I hope 
before I shall have completed my argument I will have been 
able to prove beyond the shadow of a doubt to the Members 
of the Senate, and those _ whom my voice may reach by way 
of the printed words of the columns of the press and through 
the pages of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, that the position on 
this will which I assume now to take is the correct position, 
if we are to consider the American people before we consider 
the peoples of other nations of the world. 

I wish further to make myself plain by the statement that 
a great many people have gained, erroneously, I dare say, the 
impression that the Kerr-Coolidge bill, which is now before 
the Senate for attention, consideration, debate, and vote, is 
a bill that will strengthen the immigration bars; that will 
close up the loopholes, and will raise the barriers against for
eign immigration. That is an erroneous impression. because, 
as stated by my colleague from Massachusetts [Mr. CooLIDGE], 
who is beloved by me and by every other Member of this 
body, in presenting his bill for consideration, the bill has 
nothing whatsoever to do with immigration. 

Therefore please let it be understood, by the members of the 
press particularly, that it has been stated by the author of 
the bill that the bill has nothing whatsoever to do with im .. 
migration. So, gentlemen of the Senate and gentlemen of the 
press, it is agreed by all, at the outset, that the bill now be
fore. the Senate has nothing to do with immigration. There .. 
fore it is conceded in argument at.the outset that it does noth .. 
ing whatsoever to raise the bars against immigration, to 
strengthen the barriers against immigration or to close up 
any of the loopholes in the present immigration law. 

Mr. COOLIDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 

Carolina yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 
Mr. REYNOLDS. I gladly yield to the Senator from Mas .. 

sachusetts. 
Mr. COOLIDGE. In the title of the bill occur the words, 

"and for other purposes." The other purposes of the bill has 
to do with the "abrogation of agricultural preference and 
charge to quotas of aliens permitted to remain or to change 
status." When the agricultural interests in the West needed 
men, immigrants for that purpose were allowed to come here 
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outside the quota. Now they are not needed, as I understand, 
for we have sufficient farmers now in the country, and we 
want to take care of our own people. With that exception, I 
think my statement is accurate, that the measure is not an 
immigration bill. 

Mr. REYNOlDS. I think the Senator and I are in thor
ough accord, because he has just repeated that which I had 
previously said, which was to the effect that this bill has not 
a thing in the world to do with immigration. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President-
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 

North Carolina yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 
Mr. REYNOLDS. I gladly yield. 
Mr. LOGAN. I merely desire to ask the Senator if there 

is such a bill pending as the Reynolds bill, one introduced by 
the Senator himself? I have had many communications 
earnestly urging me to vote against the Kerr-Coolidge bill, 
but to vote for the Reynolds bill. I am not familiar with the 
Reynolds bill, and I should like to know whether the Senator 
from North Carolina has introduced a bill on the subject. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I am very grateful to the Senator for 
directing to me that inquiry, and I will say, in answer thereto, 
that I have introduced a bill in the Senate and Hon. JoE 
STARNES, who is a Member of the House of Representatives 
from Alabama, introduced a corresponding, in fact, the iden
tical, bill in the House, and it is known as the Reynolds
Starnes bill. 

I may say further to the Senator, in answer to his inquiry, 
that I am, indeed, doubly happy that he favored me by 
making the inquiry, for the reason that I have a great many 
telegrams, some of which I expect to read, and innumerable 
letters from some 150 patriotic societies of America, all of 
whom oppose the Kerr-Coolidge bill and support the Reyn
olds-Stames bill. 

Therefore, after having concluded my preliminary remarks 
of a general nature in regard to immigration and having an
swered the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. CooLIDGE], I 
shall then, with the indulgence of the Senate, undertake to 
dissect each section of the Kerr-Coolidge bill; and later I will 
make an explanation in reference to the Reynolds-Stames 
bill. It is my intention to endeavor to substitute the Reyn
olds-stames bill in its entirety for the Kerr-Coolidge bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. That is exactly the point I wanted to bring 
out. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I again want to thank the Senator for 
making the inquiry, because it has provided me with an op
portunity to make explanation as to the situation we find 
at the present time. 

I wish to make a further statement for the benefit of 
Members of this honorable body and for the benefit of the 
l'€presentatives of the press. It having been admitted that 
this bill has nothing in the world to do with immigration, a 
fact whieh I hope will be made plain by the press through
out the country, because many people have obtained the im
pression that this is an immigration bill and a deportation 
bill for the benefit of the country and that I am fighting the 
bill, I advantage myself by taking this opportunity to say that 
I am opposing this bill because it does not strengthen the im
migration laws, because it makes two holes in the cheese 
where one is now, and because it takes down the barriers of 
immigration and destroys the foundations which have been 
builded since Washington, in his inaugural address more than 
140 years ago, interested himself in this subject, which has 
been one of the main questions before Congress for many, 
many years. So I would have it understood as being my 
opinion that the bill before the Senate today for considera
tion breaks down and destroys the barriers of immigration 
which have heretofore been raised, makes two holes where 
one now exists, and encourages aliens to plant themselves 
upon the fertile soil of America in violation of the laws of 
this country. 

Mr. SCHWELLENBACH. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 

North Carolina yield to the Senator from Washington? 
Mr. REYNOLDS. I gladly yield. 

LXXX-311 

Mr. SCHWELLENBACH. May I ask the Senator whether 
or not the Reynolds bill is an immigration bill? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. The Reynolds bill, I shall state to the 
Senator restricts immigration, whereas under the quotas at 
the present time, 153,000 immigrants are permitted annually 
to come into the United states, the Reynolds bill would 
strike thr.t number down 90 percent, or limit the annual 
inimigration to this country to 15,300. 

Mr. SCHWELLENBACH. The Reynolds bill, then, is an 
immigration bill? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. It is an immigration bill, a deportation 
bill, and a bill requiring compulsory registration and finger
printing of every alien who is in this country today or who 
may hereafter be permitted to enter. 

Mr. SCHWELLENBACH. If, as he sa~ the Kerr-Cool
idge bill is not an immigration bill. and the Revnolds
Stames bill is an immigration bill, may 1 ask the Senator. 
Why is it proper for us to substitute an i.m.migration. bill for 
the one now pending before the Senate when there is no 
relationship between the subject matters of the two meas
ures? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. It would be perfectly proper because, as 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. CooLIDGE] a moment 
ago stated, in a sense it is an immigration bill because it has 
to do with the great masses in certain sections of the coun
try. I shall hope to be able to convince my honorable col
league from Washington of the fact that this is one of the 
most important pieces of major legislation that has come 
before the present Congress, or Congresses in the past, or 
that will come before Congresses of the future. The bill 
which I have in mind and which was brought to the atten
tion of this body by the inquiry directed to me by the Sena
tor from Kentucky [Mr. LoGAN] is my bill, the Reynolds
Starnes bill, and will do that which the Kerr-Coolidge bill 
will not do. 

Mr. LOGAN. Does the Reynolds bill do also what the 
Kerr-Coolidge bill does? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I shall have to answer that in a pecuTiar 
way. The Kerr-Coolidge bill has been misnamed. It is 
called a deportati.on bill, but in truth-the facts in relation to 
that bill, as I shall without difficulty be able to establish, 
demonstrate that it is not a deportation bill but is an im
portation bill. It does not put the aliens out, but it brings 
them in. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 

Carolina yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. REYNOLDS. Gladly. 
Mr. KING. Of course, I dislike to challenge the ac

curacy--
Mr. REYNOLDS. I do not mind being challenged at all. 

That is what I am here for, and if I cannot withstand the 
onslaught I ought not to be here. 

Mr. KING. I do not like to challenge the accuracy of a. 
statement made by the Senator from North carolina. I am 
making no onslaught, but I affirm the statement made by 
the Senator from Massachusetts rMr. CooLIDGE] that this 
is a deportation bill; that it is not an immigration bill. It 
does not repeal a single sentence in any act in regard to 
immigration. None of the loopholes to which the Senator 
has referred, if there be any, have been enlarged by the 
bill which is before us, but, on the contrary, the present 
situation is strengthened. The bill would deport at least 
20,000 alien criminals. It would prevent a number from 
coming in who might come in under existing law. I think 
that will be clearly demonstrated by reading the bill and the 
report which has been submitted by the committee. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. REYNOLDS. Before yielding to my distinguished col

league from the grand old Commonwealth of Kentucky, 
which I mentioned the other day as the result of an inquiry 
directed to me by him, I desire first to answer the inquiry of 
my distinguished colleague from the State of Utah [Mr. 
KING]. 

Mr. President, I believe I shall be able to prove by the 
terms of the bill itself that it is an importation bill rather 
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than a deportation bffi. I believe that any high-school boy 
after reading section 3 of the Kerr-Coolidge bill, as a rea
sonable student would unquestionably and unhesitatingly 
say that the bill and that section in particular would bring 
aliens in instead of putting them out; that it is an importa
tion bill rather than a deportation bill. Of course, as we all 
know, that is a question of opinion. There is a difference of 
opinion between my friend, the Senator from Utah arid 
myself. 

I am delighted to yield now to the Senator from Kentucky. 
Mr. BARKLEY. I intended to direct my inquiry to the 

same subject to which the Senator from Utah directed his. 
I have been unable to find in the Coolidge bill where it deals 
with the question of aliens coming in. I understood it dealt 
with those already here. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. That is it. I am glad the Senator has 
mentioned that point. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is not quite in consonance with the 
statement that the bill would let down the bars for those not 
already in the country. I understand it would deal with 
those who are here illegally. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. The Senator does not understand how 
it would let them in instead of putting them out? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not. 
Mr. REYNOLDS. That is where the nigger is in the wood 

pile. [Laughter.] 
Mr. BARKLEY. If they are already here and the bill 

deals with them, the question of how they got here and how 
others may get here does not seem to me to be pertinent. 
The question is whether they ought to have been deported 
when they came here illegally and remained here illegally, 
and undoubtedly have not been deported or they would not 
be here. I understand the bill provides for their deportation, 
and does not provide in any way an amendment of the immi
gration laws through which men or women or children may 
come here in the future but only deals with those who are 
already here. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. It does to this extent: The bill would 
make lawful that which is unlawful. 

Mr. BARKLEY. In other words, it might permit some of 
those who are here to remain. 
. Mr. REYNOLDS. Not that at all; but the bill seeks to 
make lawful by an enactment of the Congress that which for 
years has been illegal and unlawful. This bill would encour
age those beyond our shores, across the wind-swept waters 
of the Pacific or the blue waters of the Atlantic, to come to 
America. It would encourage aliens from all over the world 
to violate the immigration laws of the United States. 

Mr. BARKLEY. What section is there in the substitute 
bill that would encourage anybody who is not now in the 
United States to come here? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Section 3. 
Mr. SCHWELLENBACH. Mr. President, will the Senator 

yield? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 

North Carolina yield to the Senator from Washington? 
Mr. REYNOLDS. Gladly. 
Mr. SCffiVELLENBACH. In view of the last statement 

of the Senator from North Carolina, I should like to have 
him consider and discuss, if not at this time, then at some 
later time, that provision on page 3 of the bill in the first part 
of section 3 which reads, "prior to the date of the enact
ment of this act." In view of the fact that section 3 refers 
only to those who had come in "prior to the date of the 
enactment of this act", how can the Senator say the bill 
would be an invitation to anyone to come here in the future? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I shall now answer that suggestion 
briefly, and later during the course of my argument I shall 
.hope to avail myself of an opportunity to go more specifically 
into the answer I should like to give the eminent Senator 
from V\'~'ashington. · 

If we legalize that which is now illegal, if we permit to 
stay in this country aliens who are here illegally, who have 
violated the law every day they have remained here illegally, 
then we will encourage immigrants from every part of the 
world to seek refuge, to seek opportunity, to seek work and 

labor within the confines of our land, because those now 
living in foreign countries can say, "What do we care about 
the laws of America? We can go there and slip in and kill 
anybody we want to or kidnap anybody we want to and get 
away with it. America has already said it is all right for 
anybody to steal into the country, to perjure himself into 
the country, or to enter the country in any other illegal 
manner, such as by the purchase of· passports. If the Con
gress lets them do it, and makes that legal which has been 
illegal, we can go in and we will get another Congress to 
enact another such law." 

Mr. SCHWELLENBACH. Mr. President, will the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Certainly. 
Mr. SCHWELLENBACH. The point the Senator makes 

is not in the bill itself, but in the fact that if we enact this 
bill into law then he is fearful we will enact some other law 
which would result in the situation which he has described. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. The Senator misinterprets my state
ment. I meant to say that if this bill should be enacted into 
law it would make legal that which every man must now 
admit is illegal. If we enact this bill into law it will encourage 
those in other nations of the world, who want to come here 
and cannot now come here, to attempt to come here in view 
of that law. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. REYNOLDS. Gladly. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Even if they come here in violation of 

the law in the future, they would not come under the pro
visions of this bill but would be subject to the .rigors of the 
present law. 

Mr. REYNOlDS. Quite true; but 3,000,000 aliens in the 
country today have been subject to our laws, and, instead of 
strengthening those laws, it iS proposed to weaken them 
despite the fact that we know there are millions of alien~ 
in this country who have come here illegally. How? By 
jumping New York, San Francisco, New Orleans, Galveston. 
How? By slipping across the Canadian borders to the num
ber of millions a year. How? By coming across the Rio 
Grande River from our sister Republic of Mexico-millions 
upon millions of them. 

Mr. President, I cannot make it too plain to my colleagues 
of the Senate and to the world that I am opposing the Kerr
Coolidge bill, because, I assert, if enacted it will break down 
the immigration barriers, encourage violation of the law; 
make two holes in the cheese where there is now but one, 
and wreck all the laws which your forefathers and your 
predecessors for yea-rs and years, since Washington was 
President of our country up to the present time, have en
acted and wanted obeyed. I am fighting the bill because I 
know that it is an enemy of America. I am fighting the bill 
because I stand for Americans in preference to foreigners; 
and the time has come when the Members of the United 
States Senate, as well as the people of the whole United 
States of America, must make it plain whether we and they 
are standing by the people of our own country or whether we 
are standing by the people of foreign nations. 

There is just one issue to this question, as I shall prove: 
Are we for Americ81 for Americans, or are we for America 
for foreigners and for immigrants from every section of the 
world? It is a question that one may not side-step. It is 
a question as to which one must get on one side of the 
fence or on the other. 

Mr. President, so far as I am concerned, I feel that I am 
taking the part of the American people; but I wish the 
Chair to know, and I wish those to know who a-re here this 
afternoon, who have honored me with their presence-which 
is to their benefit, for the reason that the American people 
desire to know where the lawmakers of this country stand, 
whether they stand for Americans or whether they stand 
for foreigners-! wish the Chair and the individual Mem
bers of this body to know that I a-m not the only person 
in the United States who is taking the position I take. 

Let us see who are against the Kerr-Coolidge bill. I shall 
call the roll. 
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Those who are opposing vigorously and with all their 

might the passage of this bill, those who are opposing 100 
percent the passage of the bill, aa-e the following, and I beg 
you to lend me your ears: 

The American Federation of Labor, which stands for the 
workingman of this country, · 

The American Legion, composed of honorable veterans of 
the World War, who were sent to foreign fields to save the 
world for Christianity and democracy. 

The Veterans of Foreign Wars. 
Let me repeat, every organization I have named and every 

organization I shall name is against the Kerr-Coolidge bill 
100 percent, and they are fighting it with all their might. 

To .. recapitulate: 
The American Federation of Labor. 
The American Legion. 
The Veterans of Foreign Wars. 
The Disabled Veterans of the World War. 
The Daughters of the American Revolution. 
The Sons of the American Revolution. 
The Junior Order of United American Mechanics, with its 

500,000 full-blooded Americans in 42 States of the Union. 
The Patriotic Order of the Sons of America. 
And 110 other patriotic American organizations, every one 

of which believes that America should be preserved for 
Americans; every one of which believes that the time has 
come when we must quit pussyfooting and let the world 
know that we stand for Americans and Ametieanism, and 
forget our sYm:pathies for those who come from foreign lands. 

Mr. President, not only are those honorable legions, asso
ciations, organizations. and societies 100 percent against the 
pending bill but millions upon millions of American citizens 
are against it; and, before I forget it, I desire to have those 
who are sponsoring this bill bring to the attention of the 
Senate the names of the societies that are favoring the bill 
I desire to have those who are sponsortng this bill let the 
Members of the Senate know the names of the .societies and 
the organizations that are advocating the passage of the bilL 
When the names of the societies and the organizations sup
porting the bill are brought to the attention of the Senate, 
it shall be my privilege and my pleasure to reveal what I 
know about the societies that a.re back of the bill. 

I said that millions of Americans are against the bill
millions upon millions-and in that connection I wish to read 
just a simple little post card which was sent to ~ by some 
man of whom I never heard, one of hundreds upon hundreds 
of post cards and letters and telegrams I have received from 
all over the United states. This simple little post card will 
reveal to the Members of this body the sentiment that is 
deeply rooted in the hearts of Americans. 

DEAJl SENATOR!-

I can see him now; I can picture him in my mind-an 
honest, God-fearing, ordinary American, sitting down before 
the typewriter with his sleeves rolled up and his collar un
buttoned, somewhat as mine is at the present time, digging 
away, and a .sentiment in every word that he types. Thi:s 
post card comes from Topeka, Kans. I know Kansas is a 
good state, because I know its Senators. 

DEAR SEN Arolt~ Reynolds-Starnes 1mm1grat1an restriction .a.nd 
allen deportation-registration bfll urgently needed and I trust wlll 
become law at once. Unfair to American citizens-

Listen! He is right. He is using good old common horse 
sense. 

Unfair to American citizens and taxpayers. Social Security Aet 
makes no distinction between American citizens a.nd allens. Aliens 
holding jobs 1n our country should be taxed 25 percent of fun1is 
they send to their homelands. 

I hope the writer of this post card will vote for my good 
friend the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. McGILL] when 
he comes up for reelection. The writer's name is C. 0. Sage, 
General Delivery, Topeka, Kans. 

Unfair that Americans be taxed to keep aliens on relief rolls--

That is true. This fellow bas good common sense-good 
old horse sense. 

Unfair that Americans be taxed to keep alien&-

One million five hundred thousand aliens-
on relief rolls; when they had jobs they sent money out of the 
country. 

I recently read in the Saturday Evening Post a series of 
extremely interesting articles written by Mr. Raymond car
roll, a former newspaper corregpondent of our Capital City, 
to the effect that since the depression the aliens on the 
relief in this country and aliens holding American jobs had 
sent to their respective fatherlands, by way of international 
money orders, more than $250,000,000-yonr dollars, the 
dollars of the American people, sent to their respective coun
tries across the vast waste of water. 

Let us see what the man in Kansas .further says. He is a 
man of good sense. When I visit Kansas next year I want 
to meet him. He says further: · 

When they had jolls they sent maney out <lf the country; now 
they should not be carrled on rellef rolls, but they should be 
deported !or eharity of their home government. 

Gent1emen of the .Senate, I would venture anything in the 
world that that man does not know what 1s done with .such 
people in France, or in England; I venture he does not 
know the consideration given to them in naly, in Norway~ in 
Sweden, in Denmark, or in any other country of continental 
Europe, or in any other country in the world, for that matter 
He says: 

Now, they should IlQt be carried <>n reli€f rolls, but they should 
be deported for charity of their home government. 

All the education in the world does not make -a man smart. 
Some of the .smartest men I have ever known in my life 
ea.me from down in good old Tennessee, the State so well 
represented by its senior Senator [Mr. McKELLAR], who sits 
before me. Tennessee is a fine State. It used to be a part 
of North Carolina. [LaughterJ 

Be sure and enact Into law your important bill. 

I know now that this man has sense. rLaughter.] 
Fingerprint all aliens in United States .annually. tax them 25 

percent of money they send home to keep thelr own home folks. 
Buy American, employ Ameri~. travel American, think Ameriean! 

Faltb!ully, 
C4 0. SAGE. 

Mr. President, I .cherish that finale. I atn going to be as 
faithful to C. 0. Sag€ as he is to the American people. 

Mr. President, for the past 2 or 3 days I have been sitting 
in the Senate thinking perhaps the pending bill would be 
brought up every moment, and I tiesired to be here when it 
was called up beeause I wanted the opportunity of explain
ing it to the Members of the Sen-ate, whose friendship I 
clrerish. I assure my colleagues_, all the Members of this 
bodyJ that they have my admiration, whether they are Dem
ocrats or Republicans or Farmer-Laborites. I will say, with
cut attempting to flatter my colleagues, that never in my 
life have I found a finer body of men, and I say that wher
ever I have an opportunity to say it., because I mean it. I 
wanted to have the opportunity to help my friends in the 
Senate. I wanted the opportunity to help them because I 
know they want to help themselves, because I realize that 
self-preservation is tbe first law of nature, I felt that I 
~ould do them a favor, and I want also to do a favQr to 
those Senators who are not here this afternoon, I want them 
to read the RECORD tomCJrrcw morning to find out what all 
this controversy is about, because the ~yes of the American 
people today are fixed upon the Senate of the United States. 
Is it because 1 am speaking? Oh, no; it is because a bill is 
before the Senate to whieh the American people are opposed, 
and the American people are speaking to us through their 
representatives, the American Federation of Labor, the 
-American Legion, the Veterans of Foreign Wars, the Dis-
abled Veterans of the World War, the Daughters of the 
American Revolution, the Sons of the American Revolution, 
the Junior Order of United American Mechanics, the Patri
otic Order of Sons of Liberly-

Mr. MINTON IOOO. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. And 110 other patriotic organizations 
of a nnmber of which 1 am confident my di.stinguished and. 
beloved friend from Indiana is a member. 
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Mr. MI!"ITON. I was just wondering whether the Senator 

had heard from the Veterans of Future Wars. [Laughter.] 
Mr. REYNOLDS. No; I did not have them in mind. 
Mr. President, for the past 2 or 3 days, as I have stated, I 

have been here thinking that perhaps this bill would come 
before the Senate, and I wanted to be here, whether all of my 
colleagues were present or not. I wanted to have an oppor
tunity to do something for my colleagues, because I knew 
that sometime they would have a chance to help me. I 
always like to help a fellow if it does not cost me anything. 
[Laughter.] Therefore I am very happy indeed to have 
found the opportunity to express my sentiments upon the 
pending bill, in the hope that Senators may interest them
selves in reading the bill, and above all, in reading between 
the lines. · 

While I was sitting here for these several days I listened to 
many speeches, and the subject I am discussing has had rela
tion to virtually every speech I have heard upon the floor of 
the Senate for the past 3 days. As I have been studying the 
data collected I have been listening, from time to time, to the 
voices of Senators, and the speeches that have been made 
finally would work around to the subject now before the 
Senate. 

I heard the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. NoRRIS] describe 
very vividly to the Members of this body the great injury 
caused to all sections of our country by erosion of the soil. 
Later I will prove to the Senate how that has much to do 
with this question. 
. This morning I heard the Senator from New York [Mr. 
WAGNER] discussing the homeless in this country. He was 
referring to a bill which interests itself in the construction of 
homes in connection with Federal housing, and he said that 
today there are in the United States 12,000,000 people whose 
incomes are less than $1,500 a year. He failed to say that 
today there are millions upon millions in our country who 
have no incomes at all, a tremendous number of unemployed, 
and he failed to make mention of the great number on relief, 
all of which interests itself with this great question. I 
believe he stated that 60 percent of the population, 80,000,000 
people, did not have an amount sufficient to provide adequate 
housing for themselves. 

Let me now call attention to the supplemental report filed 
by members of the committee. Let us read what it says. I 
shall read just the summary, because later on I expect to take 
every paragraph of the report these gentlemen have sub
mitted to the Senate and dissect it. I expect to take the 
report and analyze it. I do not know by whom it was writ
ten, but I now state to the Senate that I expect to take the 
report and dissect it limb from limb, and hang it up here for 
all to look at, so that the Members of this body may see with 
their own eyes what it is. Let us read just the preamble. 

The Committee on Immigration submit the following supple
mental report to accompany bill S. 2969-

Which bill is to do what?-
to authorize the deportation of criminals, to guard against the 
separation from their families of aliens of the noncriminal classes, 
to provide for legalizing the residence in the United States of 
certain classes of aliens, and for other purposes. 

Other purposes! One of the other purposes they have in 
mind is the creation of what is to be known as an interdepart
mental committee, which will have the power, according to 
their desire, to administer the laws of this country. When 
they say that the law is wrong, they will make it right. 

This report relates particularly to the amendment in the nature 
of a substitute heretofore reported, which the committee recom
mended be agreed to. 

This substitute bill deals with· two of the most urgent problems 
presented by the deportation laws of the United States: (1) The 
failure of the present statutes to enable the deportation of danger-. 
ous alien criminals. · 

Mr. President, I wish to comment there for a moment, 
because I think this is important. "The failure of the 
present statutes to enable the deportation of dangerous alien 
criminals." There is nothing wrong with the statutes. Look 
into the immigration laws. There is nothing wrong with 
the laws. They say that the statutes are wrong and that 
because of defects in the law we cannot get rid of aliens 

now in this country.- They breathe hot one moment and 
cold the next. In that statement they remind me of the 
c'hameleon, one color now and another color the next 
moment. 

They tell us that the laws are not adequate to enable the 
Government to deport aliens; yet at the same time they · are 
trying to get a bill through the Congress to permit 2,862 
deportable aliens to stay in the country. Members of the 
committee want to change the present laws so that those 
aliens can stay here. Yet we are told that the effort is to 
enact a law to enable the aliens to be put out. I say that 
before we pass such a law we should have executed the laws 
which are already on the statute books, which mandatorially 
provide that they shall be deported. 

Someone might say, "Well, Senator, the 2,862 cases you 
have mentioned are hardship cases. You . ought not to be 
so cruel, Senator. You ought to think about these poor 
people.'' I am as soft hearted as any man I ever saw in my 
life. I do not hate a living creature upon the face . of the 
earth. There are many, perhaps, who dislike me, but I do 
not dislike them. The only person who suffers anything by 
dislike is the man who cherishes dislike. Hating somebody, 
or disliking him, will age one quicker than anything else in 
the world; and I do not wish to get old. At least I wish 
to retain my health until I can protect the American people 
from the thousands upon thousands of aliens who are com-: 
ing into this country every year and usurping the jobs of 
our unemployed. 

It is said, "We wish to enact a law under which we may 
deport alien criminals." I will gladly yield to my friend 
the Senator from Arizona if he wishes to interrupt me. He 
seems desirous of saying something. _ 

There are laws under which 100,000 such persons might 
be deported tomorrow if it were so desired, but it is not 
desired to do so. It is desired that they be left here. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. McGILL in the chair). 

Does the Senator from North Carolina yield to the Senator 
from Arizona? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. .I yield. 
Mr. ASHURST. I did not seek to interrupt the Senator; 

but, with his accustomed gallantry and pleasantness, the 
Senator referred to me, and I wiSh to ask him this question: 
For every job of work held in this country by an alien is not 
a citizen displaced? , 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Absolutely! I thank the Senator from 
Arizona for his excellent contribution. 

I had not intended to mention these hardship cases now, 
because I wish to take a couple of days in discussing those 
cases, and I did not desire to go into a description of them 
now; but, so long as we are on the subject, let me say some
thing about them. I hope all fair-minded, all open-minded 
Members of the Senate-and all Senators are fair-minded 
and open-minded-will remember what I am now saying 
about hardship cases. In other words, I am going to 
be fair with my colleagues the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. CooLIDGE] and the Senator from Utah [Mr. KINGJ. I 
am going to show them what I have up my sleeve. I 
am not going to "pull" something on them quickly and sud
den1y. I am preparing them for the jolt which is going to 
come. 

Who else would do that? I repeat, Who else would do 
that? Well, I am going to do it! I am going to do that, 
because I like everyone in this body, Democrat and Repub
lican alike, and I believe before I get through discussing this 
bill I shall convince my colleagues the Senator from Massa
chusetts and the Senator from Utah that they are wrong, 
because I think the Labor Department, through Colonel Mac
Cormack, has not given them the full facts. 

I should not make a statement like that unless I knew what 
I was talking about. It would not be right for me to do so. 
As a United States Senator, it would be quite improper fo1· 
me to say that I believed that Colonel MacCormack, of the 
Labor Department, who is the head of the Immigration and 
Naturalization Service, would deceive my colleagues unless 
I knew what l was talking about. I would not make a. 
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statement against 
statement. 

anyone Unless I could substantiate the whereas, a.S a matter of ·fact, if one reads and studies it, and 

Mr. President, unfortunately, I lost my father when I was 
a lad 7 years old, but I remember certain things my father 
told me. That was many, many years ago. He was just a 
plain, simple mountain man, who was born in our mountains 
and lived there all his life, and struggled for a livelihood dur
ing his youthful days. He had nothing. He had to work for 
everything he got. Finally, he came to be clerk of the court 
in that mountain section. But my daddy had a lot of good 
common sense, and that is worth more than all the book sense 
on earth. I remember that he said to me, "Son, do not ever 
say anything behind a person's back that you cannot say to 
his face"; and I have been working in a gymnasium ever since. 
[Laughter.] My father said, "Do not ever say anything about 
anyone unless you can say something good about him." But 
now I am at a point where I must say that those in the Labor 
Department, who are sponsoring the pending bill, have not 
given the facts to my friends the Senator from Massachusetts 
and the Senator from Utah. In other words, they have prac
ticed deception upon those Senators. 

I believe Senators know me well enough to realize that I 
would not dare to make such a serious charge against that 
great arm of my Government unless I could back up what I 
have to say. So I back it up, and say, in fairness to my col
leagues, that I take out that which I had up my sleeve and 
exhibit it to them, and warn them, and put them on their 
guard, so that hereafter they may take with a grain of salt 
the information which is given them. An effort is being 
made to ram this bill down the throat of Congress. To do 
what? To leave in this country 2,862 people who Colonel 
MacCormack has said are people of good character. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. REYNOLDS. I shall be delighted to yield to my col

league from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. DAVIS. Has the Senator discussed this matter with 

the Commissioner General of Immigration and Naturaliza
tion? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Yes. 
Mr. DAVIS. Has the Senator seen this list of 2,800 per

sons, or whatever the number . is, whom it is desired to 
admit under the provisions of the bill? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Yes. 
Mr. DAVIS. Has the Senator familiariZed himself with 

that list? 
Mr. REYNOLDS. Yes. 
Mr. DAVIS. Are they men of character and standing? 
Mr. REYNOLDS. There may be a few on the list who are 

of good character and standing; but I desire to advise my 
colleagues about this subject. We ought to know about it. 
I am not going to apologize for taking Senators' time and 
discussing the question, because I know the whole American 
people are more vitally interested in this subject than in 
anything else which will come before the Congress, and r 
bar nothing. 

What about those 2,862 persons? Senators have heard 
about them. Oh, it is too bad to put them out of the coun
try-those hardship cases! Let me show the Senate some
thing. I am going to take only a minute on this point now, 
but I desire to take a couple of days on it when the oppor
tunity shall arise, because I wish to discuss every single one 
of the 2,862 cases, and I shall do so 1f the Senators sponsor
ing this bill wish me to discuss it. I now issue a challenge 
to anyone who is sponsoring the Kerr-Coolidge bill to bring 
into this body any single one or 100 of the cases for which 
they are trying to create sympathy in this body, and let us 
try those cases on the floor of the Senate, before the 
eminent Senators, in order that they may know the truth 
about them. 

The whole bill is written around those 2,862 cases. There 
is nothing else in -the bill. Get down the immigration laws 
from the date the first immigration law was passed, around 
the year 1782, and Senators will find just exactly what I tell 
them here today. Everything in this bill is camouflage 
except paragraph 3, which is so worded that looking at it 
at a glance one would think it to be a deportation provision. 

reads between the lines, he will see that it is an importation 
bill. . 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. REYNOLDS. I yield. 
Mr. DAVIS. I do not wish to divert the Senator from 

what he 'is discussing. 
Mr. REYNOLDS. That is all right. I am glad to have 

the Senator from Pennsylvania interrupt me at any time 
he feels disposed to do so. 

Mr. DAVIS. Inasmuch as the Senator has given some 
thought to the bill and to this particular question, may I 
ask him how the interdepartmental committee will work? 
Can the Senator tell me how the machinery will be put into 
operation to enable the interdepartmental committee to con
sider those two-thousand-eight-hundred-odd cases, to stay 
the deportation of the persons involved, or to give them 
permanent residence in this country? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. The first mention of the interdepart
mental committee is made, I believe, in section 3, according 
to my best recollection, and later on it is stated how the 
interdepartmental committee is to be constituted, by whom 
it is to be constituted. There is to be a representative of 
the Labor Department, a representative of the State De
partment, a representative of the Department of Justice; 
but the Senator from Pennsylvania knows as well as I dQ 
that when we say a representative of the Department of 
Labor, a representative of the Department of State, and a 
representative of the Department of Justice, that does not 
mean that Mme. Secretary Perkins, or Secretary Cordell 
Hull, or Attorney General Homer Cummings, is going to 
sit on that committee. It means that the heads of the 
respective departments are going to select subordinates to 
meet and pass upon this thing. In other words, the pro
ponents of the bill have the audacity to ask the Senate to 
provide for putting a few departmental clerks in a room 
together to make our immigration laws. That is what is 
being proposed. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator 
further? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Certainly. 
Mr. DAVIS. Is any appeal provided from the interde

partmental committee's recommendations, or from the rec
ommendations of the officers who make up the interdepart
mental committee? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. None. 
Mr. DAVIS. Is any appeal to the courts provided? 
Mr. REYNOLDS. None whatsoever. 
I state, Senators, that Colonel MacCormack had deceived 

my friends, and I cannot leave that subject until I prove 
that to Senators; and in proving that in one case I am 
putting my friends on guard, because I do not want to 
become involved in a discussion of these cases without tell
ing them what I have done. This is what I did. 

I had heard about these hardship cases; I had heard that 
this bill was being written around those cases; I had heard 
that it was desired to keep the 2,862 aliens in this country; 
I bad heard most pathetic stories, stories which almost 
brought tears to my own eyes. So when I heard about 
some of these dreadful separations, when I heard how saintly 
these men were, when I heard Colonel MacCormack talking 
about the poor men who were involved in these hardship 
cases, when I heard statements as to what a crime it would 
be to deport them, I almost burst into tears, and I barely 
knew what to do. I knew, Mr. President, there was but one 
thing for me to do; that was to investigate, and if the facts 
were as disclosed, I would not want to have any action 
taken that would break the heart of any innocent man, 
particularly one who by description had been placed upon 
a pedestal of ivory and clothed in raiment of radiant white. 
From the description given of some of the poor individuals 
classified amongst the 2,862 hardship cases, one would think 
that they had but recently descended from heaven; that 
they had never seen the Atlantic or. the Pacific shores, but 
that they came from the clouds above, clothed in raiment of 
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white, and with wings had alighted upon our fertile soU. 
That was the description given. 

Now let us see whether Colonel MacCormack, who says 
that this bill ought to be passed, who says that it must be 
passed, has dealt f2irly with my colleagues, the Senator 
from Utah [Mr. KING] and the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. CooLIDGE], whose confidence he had had up to the 
present time. 

I am going to examine just a few of those cases; but, be
fore doing so, the Senate may want to know how I learned 
about them, and I wish to say something about that. 

I took 2 or 3 dayS off here and went to the Labor Depart
ment. I sat down at the Labor Department with a stenog
rapher and I said to the gentleman in charge-! do not see 
him here today, but he was here yesterday-"Just plck out 
at random any cases you have." They have those 2,862 cases 
classified into one, two, three, and four-four categories, 
four classes, four shelves. No. 1 is the lily white; no. 2 is 
not quite so white; no. 3 is a little darker; and no. 4 is 
just a little grayish color. 
· I said to the gentleman in charge, "Now, I am here to 
investigate these cases; I wish you would favor me by just 
picking out any cases you want to." I said, "I want more 
lily-white cases than any other kind; I wa.nt the cases of 
those who have been pictured as coming from heaven above, 
and not those who are pictured as jumping ships and scur
rying across the Mexican a.nd Canadian bl>rders; I do not 
want those who have come in on bought or counterfeit pass
ports; give me some lily-white cases, and give me more lily
white cases than any other kind, because I want to be fair 
with my colleagues. I want to give them the benefit of the 
doubt; I want to give them every advantage of the argu
ment; and, if I can, I want to prove to myself that I am 
wrong and that they are right." So he brought in the cases. 
The gentlemen at the Department were very nice to me, and 
I want publicly to acknowledge my appreciation of their 
kindness and aid. They picked out cases at random. I do 
not think that they got out the best cases. Since I was so 
nice about it, I am sure that they were equally agreeable, 
·and so I imagine they just picked cases out at random. 
Now, let me read one of the cases. Let us see about this 
matter. Here is the case of Gold born Branch. He is one of 
those whom, it is said, it would be a hardship to deport and 
that he ought to be permitted to remain in this country. 
This is almost a lily-white case; the alien is almost lily 
white; he is in class 2. The purest, unadulterated, the 
whitest, the best, are in class 1; but those in class 2 are just 
about as good as those in class 1; as a matter of fact, it is 
difficult really to draw any distinction between class 1 and 
class 2, because they are both about in the same category; 
and, mind you, Mr. President, the cases in class 3 and class 4, 
as well as those in classes 1 and 2, were picked out and it 
was said the individuals concerned ought not to be de
ported, and they have been kept here for about 3 years in 
violation of the laws of tllis country. The Department of 
Labor would not deport them, although the Congress, which 
makes the laws of the country, made it mandatory upon the 
Department to deport those people. Those administering 
the law have violated the law; they have snubbed Congress 
and said, "No; we are going to do what we want to do 
about it; we are going to change the law because we think 
the law is wrong, and we are going to help in those cases 
in which we are interested. They are fine people, of fine 
character, and you must not put them out, because it would 
be a hardship upon them and upon the loving members of 
their families." 
- So I picked up one of those cases at random. This is the 
record, Senators, that was provided by Colonel MacCormack. 
It was the duty of Colonel MacCormack to provide the Sen
ate with a summary of every one of those 2,862 cases. The 
other House of Congress demanded that Colonel MacCor
mack provide full information in regard to these cases in
volving individuals concerning whom he wanted the Con
gress to change the law so that they could remain here. The 
Department made out 2,862 summaries. Colonel MacCor
mack was called upon to relate the facts to the United States 

· Congress; the facts were called for by the other House of the 
National Legislature; he made summary of every one of the 
2,862 cases, sent them down, and had them put under lock and 
key under the direction of Mr. DICKINSON, who is chairman 
of the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization of the 
House of Representatives, a committee of which the Honor
able JoE STARNES, of Alabama, is also a member and coauthor 
of the Reynolds-Stames bill. 

It was the duty of Colonel MacCormack to have given the 
Congress the facts. That is what was called for. The Con
gress called for the "low-down" on each case. 

Well, this man's name is Goldborn Branch; age, 34. Here 
is the information that Colonel MacCormack provided: 

File No. 5572&-261. 
District No. 3118/ 265. 
Date last entry, October 15, 1933. 

From that I infer that he had been in the country before. 
Goldborn Branch. 

That is a good name: 
Whether previously 1n United States? 

When he was asked that question he said: 
Yes; originally entered 1n 1910. Remained here until 1914, when 

he went to Canada. Reentered 1n August of 1924. 

So we know he came into this c·ountry twice. 
And remained here permanently since that time, except for short 

visits to Canada, returning from the last on the above date. 

Mr. Branch evidently came into the country once-we do 
not know whether it was legally or illegally-and went out 
and came back. I am reading from Colonel MacCormack's 
record: 

Total period 1n the United States to December 1935? 

He has been here 15 years and 5 months. That is all right. 
His address is 109 Walnut Street, Buffalo, N.Y. He is fortu
nate in living there near Niagara Falls, in a beautiful city. 
· Dependent relatives 1n (relationship) United States? 

His answer was: "Beatrice Branch and Edith, wife and 
daughter." 

That is all right. He must be a pretty good man, judging 
from Colonel MacCormack's record. 

"Have you any other relatives in the United States?" "No; 
I have no relatives in the United States." He just has a wife 
and daughter. 

"Any relations abroad?" "No; I have no relations abroad." 
"What is your occupation?" "I am· just a laborer." 

That is all right. Some of the finest characters I have 
known in my life were plain workingmen, earning anywhere 
from $1.50 to $5 a day. Some of the finest characters I have 
known are men who earned their living by the sweat of their 
brow. I am proud to say that some of the best friends I have 
on the face of the earth are poor laboring men. 
. "Self-supporting?" "Oh, yes; I am self-supporting." 
"Have you ever been on relief?" "Yes; I was on relief 1 
year." 

He is an alien, but that is all right. There are 1,500,000 
other aliens on relief and many Americans on relief. 

"Public charge?" "No, sir; I am all right; no public charge 
against me." 

Now, why did they want to deport Mr. Goldborn Branch? 
Grounds for deportation: He has remained 1n the United States 

for a longer time than permitted under the act of 1924 or regula
tions made thereunder. 

They just want to deport Mr. Gold born Branch because he 
has remained in the United States for a longer time than 
permitted under the act of 1924 or regulations made there
under. I do not know whether or not that is fair. We do 
not know how he got into the country twice. 

"Any unfavorable factors on report?" Colonel MacCormack 
said: "No; no unfavorable factors at all." . 

I have marked that in red ink so I would be sure to empha
size "none", because the Department of Labor has stated in 
the report where they were supposed to give all the facts and 
be frank and fair and honest with the Members of this body, 
the court in this case, that there were no unfavorable factors. 
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That is all right. He must be a pretty good fellow. He has a 
wife and daughter and is a good, hard-working man and 
laborer. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, were the wife and daughter 
admitted legally in that case? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Of course. Here is the colonel's record. 
There is nothing the matter with this. 

No. 13-and I hope there is nothing unlucky in no. 13 for 
Mr. Branch. 

No. 13. Favorable factors or reports: Citizenship of wife and 
daughter. 

The report reveals that they are self-supporting. 
14. Reason for stay: Deportation would involve hardship. 
15. Date stayed: March 12, 1934. 

They are not going to deport him. They stayed the de
portation because it would be a hardship to deport him. 

Date of last investigation: November 30, 1935. 

I rather agree with other Members of the Senate that this 
man ought to be permitted to stay here. There is no evi
dence in Colonel MacCormack's report that he entered this 
country illegally. There is no evidence in the report that 
the man had ever been arrested for any offense. To the 
contrary, Colonel MacCorma.ck says there is no public charge 
against him. There is no evidence in the report except that 
this man is a hard-working laboring man who earns his liv
ing by the sweat of his brow, and fortunately he has a good 
wife and daughter who are self-supporting, and therefore it 
would be no hardship upon them if they supported him. 

I am a soft-hearted man, and I know most other Senators 
are soft-hearted, so we should let Mr. Goldborn Branch stay 
if we base our judgment on the record. Colonel MacCormack 
says he has a fine record. 

Mind you, Mr. President and Senators, and let those who 
read the RECORD take notice also, the Labor Department has 
asked us not to deport Goldborn Branch and 2,861 others on 
the· information that Colonel MacCormack provides us. Let 
us see whether or not Colonel MacCormack has been fair 
with this body. Let us see whether Colonel MacCormack 
and his associates have dealt fairly with my colleagues. 

Let us see whether or not deception has been practiced 
upon the Members of this legislative body. The lawyers of 
the Senate, particularly, will agree with me that deception 
sometimes may be practiced more cunningly by withholding 
the facts than by distorting the facts; and I say decel}tion 
has been more cunningly practiced in all these cases by 
withholding the facts than by distorting the facts. 

What are they? 
The Senate has heard what Colonel MacCormack said 

about Goldborn Branch; and I am going to assume that we 
are all in . agreement, from Colonel MacCormack's records, 
that Goldborn Branch and his family should be permitted 
to stay here-a hard-working laboring man who had never 
been arrested in his life, who had never been in any trouble. 
From the records, he came into this country legally and had 
never violated a law of this country. 

I went over to the Department. I wanted to find out about 
this lily-white gentleman. Class 1 is the lily-white cases. 
Class 2 is composed of those not quite so white. Class 3 is 
composed of those of a little darker hue. Class 4 is composed 
of those who are a little gray. Let us find out what the 
records show. I have here information with which Colonel 
MacCormack should have provided this body, because I 
know that my colleagues are entitled to the facts when it 
comes to passing any kind of legislation. ~ 

Goldborn Branch, 109 Walnut Street, Buffalo, N. Y.: Let 
us see if this gentleman is so lily white. 

He is a West Indian negro. He came here illegally by way 
of Canada. Colonel MacCormack did not tell us that he came 
into the country illegally. He was married in Canada .. He 
does not know where his wife is. Colonel MacCormack did 
not tell us that this man had deserted his wife, or his wife 

· had deserted him. I am inclined to believe it was the latter, 
. from the record that will follow. This is the lily-white gen
. tleman who was painted so gloriously in raiment of white 
· and placed upon a pedestal of ivory by Colonel MacCormack 
-and his associates. 

Goldborn Branch has a common-law wife. You all know 
what a common-law wife is-a woman with whom a man 
lives without being legally wedded to her. He has a common
law wife to whom an illegitimate child was born. The record 
does not show . the word "illegitimate", but I use that in 
preference to another word. He is living with his common
law wife and brought her in to this country illegally. Listen 
to that, Senators! Not only did he himself come into the 
country illegally, in violation of our laws, but he brought 
this woman into the country in violation of our laws-the 
woman with whom he was living, his common-law wife
from Canada, for what purpose? For immoral purposes! 

Colonel MacCormack did not tell us that this man's legal 
and lawful wife had been deserted by him, or she had de
serted him. Colonel MacCormack did not tell us that this 
man slipped into our country in violation of our laws, and 
had been here for 15 years in violation of those laws. Col
onel MacCormack did not tell the Senate that this man had 
a common-law wife, a mistress with whom he is living, by 
whom he had begotten an illegitimate child. Colonel Mac
. Cormack did not tell us that this sweet-smelling violet had 
had the audacity and the disrespect for the laws of your 
country and my country and our country to slip hiS mis-

. tress across the border in violation of our laws. It shows 
what disrespect foreigners have for the immigration laws 
of. this country. 

Senators who have traveled world-wide know as well as 
I .do that foreigners do not give a hoot about the immigra
tion laws of this country. They laugh a·t us; they think we 
are the biggest "simi}S" on earth, and I am beginning to 
believe we are. 

Let us see. How in the world did the authorities get in 
touch with. this man's record? Here is the record. Colonel 
MacCormack did not reveal this to us. 

Goldborn Branch was arrested once, on complaint-why, 
my heavens!-was arrested once upon complaint of his 
common-law wife, for beating her! She slipped into the 
country in violation of the law; and after Goldborn Branch 

.got her over here, and kept her here in violation of the 
law, and lived in adultery with her, what did he do? He 
beat her, and that is how the immigration authorities got 
in touch with him. 

That is one of these immigrants. That is a lily-white 
. one. I again challenge those who sponsor this bill to go to 
the Labor Department and seek out any one of 1;he 2,862 
.cases of persons whom Colonel MacCormack has said ought 
not to be .deported, and bring it into this Chamber, and let 
us discuss it on the floor of the Senate. I, therefore, at 
this hour, have brought to your attention a "lily white" 

·case; and later it will not be my pleasure, but it will be my 
privilege and my duty to this body to show up the real facts, 
and to reveal the truth about these cases. 

Mr. McKELLAR." Mr. President- . 
Mr. REYNOLDS. I gladly yield to my colleague from my 

sister State of Tennessee. · 
Mr. McKELLAR. I wish to ask the Senator whether 

Colonel MacCormack reported the facts the Senator first 
read conceJ'Iling this immigrant. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I will state to the Senator that hear .. 
ings on the Kerr-Coolidge bill were being held by the Senate 
committee. Hearings on the Kerr-Coolidge bill were being 
held in the House of Representatives by a committee of 
which my colleague from Alabama, Mr. JoE STARNES, the co
author of the bill I advocate, is a member; and there came 
up the question of the passage of this bill which interests 
itself fundamentally with changing the laws so as to keep 
in this country, right now, 2,862 persons. 

Mr. McKELLAR. And this is one of them? 
Mr. REYNOLDS. If the Senator will pardon me just a 

moment, the House wished to ascertain who these 2,862 
men were; and so, by way of a resolution, they requested 
that Colonel MacCormack, the head of the Immigration and 
Naturalization Service, make up a summary, a digest of each 
and every one of those 2,862 cases, and provide the Rouse 
with the facts, the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but 
the truth about each case, so that the gentlemen over there, 
:who were just as much interested as we are, could ascertain 



4916 . CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE APRIL 3 
whether or not these were what some persons have been is sent; the inspector holds a hearing and develops all the 
pleased to term and classify as "hardship" cases. material and sends it in for the record. 
· So, in answer to the Senator's inquiry, I will say that the Mr. REYNOLDS. That is correct. 
first report I read, which painted Goldborn Branch as such Mr. DAVIS. Then, before a deportation can take place, 
an angel and a fine, law-abiding citizen, an American citi- the Assistant Secretary or the Secretary of Labor must ap
zen from all reports, is what Colonel MacCormack sent over prove what the Commissioner General of Immigration and 
here; and the second report I read is what the Department's Naturalization recommends. 
own records show. I know that is the case, because I went Mr. REYNOLDS. That is correct, and I thank the Senator 
there and looked at the records with my own eyes. for his contribution. Before he takes his seat, permit me to 
~r. McKELLAR. In other words, as I understand the ask him another question. The Senator was Secretary of 

Senator, the first report is the one which was handed to the Labor for a number of years, and I should like to inquire of 
Senator by the head of the Immigration and Naturalization him whether he recalls just at this juncture how many immi
Service, and the second report is from the Senator's personal grants have come into this country since 1920. 
examination of the facts? The Senator is making the sec- Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I do not recall the exact num-
ond report? ber who have come in, but I have been making some pencil 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Yes, sir. In other words, in order that memoranda here which I think are correct, and I shall be 
that may be quite plain, the first . report I read is a copy glad to give the figures to the Senate. 
of a report which was sent by Colonel MacCormack to the Prior to the passage of the restrictive act, for which most 
House. It is one of the 2,862 reports furnished, in which of the-Senators on the Democratic side of the Chamber who 

·he was requested to state the facts, to tell the truth, the are present voted, from 800,000 to 1,000,000 were coming to 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth, and reveal the situa- this country annually. 
tion to us. Mr. REYNOLDS. A million a year! 

Mr. McKELLAR. May I ask the Senator if that is an Mr. DAVIS. More than that entered in one of the years~ 
isolated case, or are there other cases in which the facts immediately after the war. During the war the immigra
were not as reported? tion act and other acts of the kind were set aside, but prior 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I say to the Senator, by no means is to the war more than that were entering the United States. 
that an isolat-ed case. During the course of the several days If we had gone on for 14 years without the restriction acts 
I spent at the Department of Labor-at which time, I must 14,000,000 immigrants would have entered. I will tell th~ 
be candid and frank to state, I was very generously received Senator how many have come in since 1922, since the 
and courteously treated by those in charge-! investigated first act. 
30 or 40 cases. In 1922, immigration was limited, and there arrived in the 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? country 309,556. 
Mr. REYNOLDS. I yield. Then, because of the 3 percent law, those coming from 
Mr. DAVIS. I am of the opinion that the Commissioner Canada and South America were not excluded, and many 

General of Immigration and Naturalization, Mr. MacCor- came in via South America. In 1923 some 522,919 came in. 
mack, is dependent entirely upon subordinates for the infor- In 1924, 706,896 came in. 
mation that is furnished him. I do not presume he has had Then there was inserted in the immigration law a resi-
opportunity to check these matters as the Senator has. . dential clause as to Canada and South America, which re-

Mr. REYNOLDS. Of course;_! dare say Colonel MacCor- duced the number in 1925 to 294,000. 
mack had his assistants looking up the cases, but I venture In 1926, there entered 304,000. 
to say that when those reports were furnished, Colonel Mac- In 1927, 335,175 came in. 
Cormack, knowing their importance, most assuredly scanned In 1928, 307,255 entered. 
them, if he did not read them carefully, because I cannot In 1929, 279,678 came in. 
bring myself to believe that a man holding the responsible In 1930, 241,700 came in. 
position occupied by Colonel MacCormack would willfully Then. in 1931, under the Hoover administration, the total 
send to this body and the other body reports which are abso- number permissible under the quota law was 150,000, but 
lutely distorted, erroneous, and do not give the real facts. immigrants came in from Canada and South America and 

Mr. DAVIS. I cannot quite understand, if the procedure Mexico, nonquota countries. That is why the number in
is being followed now which was followed many years ago, creased so greatly. 
how that would get by, because first the Assistant Commis- In 1931, it was limited, and the number coming in to get 

. sioner would have charge of it, and then usually it would go visas, 10 percent of the quota, amounted to 97,000. 
to a board of review, comprised of five very able men, men In 1932, 35,000 came in. 
thoroughly familiar with the immigration laws, and if it In 1933, under the same limitations, the ruling made un
passed those five it then would go to the Commissioner's der the Hoover administration has not been changed-the 
table. So I cannot understand why all this information has number was 23,068. 
not been given out. · In 1934, it was 29,470. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I cannot understand it. The Senator In 1935, it was 34,956. 
from Pennsylvania was Secretary of Labor for a number of The total since 1922, of restricted immigration, was 
years, was he not? 3,522,190. 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes. The Secretary of Labor is dependent Mr. REYNOLDS. Since what date? 
entirely upon his subordinates. Mr. DAVIS. Since 1922. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Of course, the present Secretary of Mr. RJ:,:YNOLDS. It was a number greater than the popu-
Labor depended entirely upon the Commissioner General of lation of the city of Chicago. 
Immigration and Naturalization. Mr. DAVIS. Over that period of time, from 1922 to 1932, in 

Mr. DAVIS. That is correct. 10 years, 192,346 immi·grants were r~jected. In the last 3 
Mr. wALSH rose. years 16,469 have been rejected, making during that particular 
Mr. REYNOLDS. I shall yield to the Senator from Massa- period a total of rejections at the ports of 208,815. 

chusetts in just a moment. There were deported by the warrant procedure, such as I 
It is beyond my comprehension, it is beyond my sense of outlined just a moment ago, during the first 10 years, from 

fair play, how under heaven a man holding the responsible 1922 to 1932, 17,795; and in 1933, 1934, and 1935, there were 
position which is occupied by Colonel MacCormack would deported 6,942, or a total of 24,737. '!bat was the number of 
permit a thing like this to be brought to the attention of criminals deported. Of the others, the number was 162,664. 
the public, would permit a summons to come calling for the Then there were expulsions without warrants. I remember 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, and the that many came in from Mexico, and we did not have jails 
plain facts, and then have such a distorted report sent in. enough on the border to take care of them. I forget just the 

Mr. DAVIS. Before deportation, it is necessary to issue number we were feeding, but a tremendous expense was in•. 
:What is termed a warrant. Then an immigration inspector valved. I remember on one occasion some Chinamen were d~ 
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'POrted. Some $~.coo had. been .saved ilp by the Department, 
and it took every dollar of the $45,000 to deport from the 
country those China!ll€fi who bad entered illegally. 

'111~ expulsions without warrant numbered 12(),:669 during 
the time referred to. The total expulsions &n.ounted to 
~.519. 

These are figures I bav€ taken from the reports of the Cool
missioner General of Immigration for this pa.Tticula.r period. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. President, the information is quite 
pertinent and .extremely interesting, and I assure the Sen
ator that I am very grateful f<Jr his oontnootion. 

I am pleased now to yicld to my friend and coll-eague the 
distinguished 'Senior Sen-ator fr-om Massa-chusetts rMr. 
W:ALSH]. 

Mr. WAlSH. Mr. President, -as I view what the Senator 
has just presented to the Senate, he has raised an issue 
'Which is apart from the merits cr d.emai:ts of the pending 
bill, and I shoul-d like to ask the Senator two or three 
questions. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Certainly. 
Mr. WALSH. First of all, I understand that the first rec

ord the Senator read, wlrieh -we wm can the limited - or 
rodified reeord, was copied from a report sent by the De
partment 'Of labor to the House of Representatives upon 
their request for -a statement of the facts in eooh -of th~ 
W""'ea'iled good clmrneter deportation eases. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. That is correct. 
Mr. WALSH. Am I to un~erstand that th€ second record 

whieh the Senator read he bimself a'Ct}uired from the files 
'Of the Department of Labor? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. 'lbe seeood record 1 read, I a'Cquired. 
Mr. WALSH. From the files. 
Mr. REYNOLDS. From the files of too Department of 

Labor. 
Mr. WhLSH. So that wh"Oever compiled the record that 

was sent to the House 'Of Representatives did not st&te in tbe 
compilation all of the facts, and particularly the facts showing 
the absenee of gcod m<Jral character upon tbe part of .one 
of th~se aliens? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. That is -eorrect,}4r. President. 
Mr. WALSH. lt ~ms to me it is th€ dnty <>f somoone 

to find out who tlle 'O:fiicial iB who willfully ur negligently 
kept from the Oongress m the United -States the full state-
ment of those faets. _ 

Mr. REYNOLDS. l believe the Sena'OOr from Massachu
setts is absolutely right. 1 think the Senator m those few 
words has mad-e one of the IOOSt vital and unportant state
ments tbaii eoald possibly be made in this REcORD, because 
the sta.tement which the Senator has made goes to the very 
heart of the whole matter. 

Mr. W ALSIL If the officials who are compilitig these rec
ords are going to proceed to administer the liiscretiontl.ry 
power they are to be granted in this bill in the manner in 
which they made this RECORD, thf! Congress may well .hesi
tate before giving this discretionary power. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. The SenatQI' is absolutely right .about 
that matter~ I know the Senator has t.b.€ interest of .Amer
ica at heart. Th~ time has come when we must !iympathize 
with America as well as sympathize with the .alien. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. REYNOLDS. I yield. 
Mr. McKELLAR. I wish to ask the Senator whether he 

has any information as to how many 'Of the two-t'housand
eight-bundred-and-some-odd cases a-re not worthy -cases, and 
how many, perhaps, are worthy cases? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. It would be impossible for me to answer 
the Senator's questi'On precisely by way of providing any 
definite figure; but I will say that if I am to judge tlf the 
entire 2.1162 cases by what the records revea-led in some 20 
or 30 eases whieh I examined. then out of the whole 2J-862 
(eases there are certainly not over 300 'Which are deserving of 
eonsideration.. 

Mr~ McKEI.I.ARA Is there .any reason why the Depart
ment canoot furnish the Senate or tire House, oc both_, the 
exaet faets about eaeh and every one 'Of the 2~2 cases~ 

Mr. REYNOLDS. There must be a reason, because a reso
lution was introduced in the lower House of -congress asking 

for the faets; and instead of ~ting the bald-faced truth, 
instead of getting the !acts which Senators desired and 
which Re_presentatives desired, those from whom the facts 
were required deceived us by eliminating the facts and dis
toTting the faets in this partieular case. 

This afternoon I am g~ing to refer to .anDther case, be
cause I .see that Senators are interested in what I am dis
cussing. Again I wish to say that I have no a-pologies to 
make to a-ny Senator here or to the Sen-ate for taking time 
on this matter, because I feel that I am doing Senators a 
favor. I know how busy they are. I know how busy I am. 
It is absolutely impossible for a man to do all the work he 
is called upon to do ao a Senator. I appreciate that, and I 
:a-ppreciate the rondition other Senators are in. Some of us 
have an average of a hundred persons calling upon us every 
day. unfortunate persons seeking employment~ and it grieves 
us that we cannot find employment for them. I gri-eve every 
day because I eannot provide a jub for every single one of 
the 100 or more persons who visit my office every day; and I 
grieve seriously because I know that there are about ;>,000,000 
or 6,000,000 aliens in this ooantry who do not care -anything 
about the United states_. wh'O are taking the jobs of my con
stituents and other Senators' oanstituents. Why shoold I 
not grieve about sueh a conditi'(ID2 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Presi{fent, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. REYNOLDS. I 1Ull glad to yield to my friend th€ 

senior Senator .from Montana. 
Mr. WHEELER. The Senator from Tennessee CMr. Mc

KELI.ABJ a whil~ ago asked how many of the cases are simi
lar to t.h<e specifieally mentioned. I wish to call attention 
ro the tact that twery -one of the 2.862 individuals referred to 
is in thi:s country in violati-on of some taw. 

Mr. McKELLAR. All the 2,802 persons who are being kept 
here by the authorities are kept here in violation of the law-? 
Is that -what the Senator means? 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes; they are here in viola.tion of the 
law. The present law gives the Department discretion to 
keep them in the country. In my judgment we ought not 
to oo that. If aliens viOlate a law_. they ought to be de
ported. If they come here illegally~ we are not responsible 
fur that. If they are here illegally~ it may work some haTd
shi:p to deport them, but W€ are not responsible for it. It is 
their responsibility; and when they come to this country 
under those eircumstances, in -violation of law, they ought to 
be sent back to the country ftom which they came. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. President, will the ~natur yield? 
Mr. .REYNOLDS. I yield to my distin.guisb.ed -colleague 

the .senior Senator from the State of Dlinois. 
Mr. LEWIS. Will the Senator a.Uow me to interrogate the 

Senator from Pennsylvania LMr. DAVIS], the farmer Secre
tary <3! Labor? Did I understand the Senator from Penn
sylvania, in speaking a moment ago in resp<tnse to the Sen
ator irom North Carolina.. to refer to an instance where a 
Chinaman had cGme into tb.is oountry, W€ will say illegally, 
with $45,000, and that Ure Government took that money 
away from him? 

Mr. DAVIS. Oh, no, Mr. President; the Senator entirely 
misunderstood me. -

Mr. LEWIS. What should I have understood the Senator 
to say2 

Mr. DAVIS. At one time we deported a number of China
men, and it cost the Gowrnment $45 . .000 to dG it. 

.Mr. LEWIS. Did not the Senator say <me of the China
men had $45,000, which was taken from him? 

Mr. DAVIS. No_, Mr. President. The Labor Department 
had saved that much m<>ney out of the appropri-ation; and 
when the end of the year arrived, it bad all been absorbed 
by reason of sending a number of Chinam~n baek tD China. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. REYNOLDS. I gladly yield to my <!olleague from 

Vermont. 
Me. AUSTIN. Before the Senator leaves the subject of 

th~ responre of the Secretary .of Labor to the resolution of 
the House of .Representatives of August 23, 1935, I wish to 
ca.U bo his attention House Document No. 39.2., which pur
ports to contain a letter fr.QDl the .Secretary of Labor., as 
follows: 
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DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 

Washington, Janwry 15, 1936. 
The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, D. C. 
· MY DEAR MR. SPEAKER: In accordance with the resolution ot the 
House of Representatives on August 23, 1935, I have the honor 
to submit-

. (a) List of all cases by number and name in which deportation 
has been stayed up to and including December 31, 1935. 

(b) Complete file on each case. 
(c) Summary ot file and report on each case. 
(d) Report of the Commissioner of Immigration and Naturaliza

tion. 
Very truly yours, 

FRANCES PERKINs. 

Did the Senator from North Carolina find that this state
ment, "(b) complete file on each case", was an inaccurate 
statement? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I absolutely did not find a complete 
statement as to the cases. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Did the Senator find a complete file on each 
case? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I did not. 
Mr. AUSTIN. I thank the Senator. 
Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. REYNOLDS. Gladly. 
Mr. DAVIS. May I say to the Senator from Illinois that 

after the passage of the restrictive act there were such viola
tions by those who were bootlegging immigrants that we 
fined steamship companies many millions of dollars for 
bringing aliens into the country in violation of the law. I 
remember at that particular time aliens were bootlegged, 
not only by ships through the sea routes but by airplane. 
It was estimated at one time that a little Chinese girl could 
have been sold in Chinatown in San Francisco for $5,000 
if she could get into the country. It was a very lucrative 
business. 

Mr. LEWIS. An interesting statement, I confess. 
Mr. SCHWELLENBACH. Mr. President, will the Senator 

yield? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 

North Carolina yield to the Senator from Washington? 
Mr. REYNOLDS. With pleasure. 
Mr. SCHWELLENBACH. The Senator said he has exam

ined some 30 or 40 of these cases out of a total of 2,832. 
Mr. REYNOLDS. I think so. 
Mr. SCHWELLENBACH. How did the Senator arrive at 

the particular cases which he chose to examine? 
Mr. REYNOLDS. When · I went to the Department of 

Labor, there were two or three cases in which I was particu
larly interested. There were two or three cases in particular 
which I was anxious to bring to the attention of the Senate. 
When I went to the Bureau and walked into the file room, I 
was told, "There are the files." I did not know anything 
about the cases and those who were assisting me knew noth
ing about the cases. I merely picked out at random several 
cases which we took into the library where we could work 
without being disturbed. I told the gentleman who_ had been 
so courteous and kind to us that I would appreciate it if he 
would pick out any cases, 15 or 20 of the lily-white cases, 
and bring them to me. He picked them out at random. To 
try to go through 2,800 cases would take a long time, but he 
picked out 15 or 20 cases and brought the records to us, a 
great stack of them. We put them on the desk. I had a 
stenographer there and we went through them. 

Mr. SCHWELLENBACH. Let us assume the Senator ex
amined 30 or 40 cases. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Yes; just at random. 
Mr. SCHWELLENBACH. The Senator has discussed one 

of them? 
Mr. REYNOLDS. Yes. 
Mr. SCHWELLENBACH. How many of those cases which 

the Senator examined does he feel are of sumcient interest 
to discuss? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. They are all of great interest, for the 
reason that the whole bill is built around the 2,862 cases. 

Mr. SCHWELLENBACH. I am trying to get at percent
ages or proportions. Of the 40 cases which the Senator ex
amined, how many does he think should be discussed? · 

Mr. REYNOLDS. As a matter of fact, I may be a little bit 
prejudiced, because I think anybody who has violated the 
laws of our country in coming here--

Mr. SCHWELLENBACH. But leaving out of consideration 
that element? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Leaving that out of consideration, there 
might be 1 in the 30 or 40 cases that would be deserving of 
consideration by this body. 

Mr. SCHWELLENBACH. The Senator feels that 39 out 
of the 40 are not worthy of staying in the country? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Yes; I think that is true. 
Mr. SCHWELLENBACH. Because of acts? 
Mr. REYNOLDS. Acts committed here, violation of the 

law in coming here, disposition toward the Government, and 
so forth. I shall be glad to read very briefly just another case 
picked at random. 

Mr. SCHWELLENBACH. Will the Senator read one that 
has not been selected? Pick one at random. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. None of these cases was selected. 
Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. REYNOLDS. Certainly. 
Mr. DAVIS. I may say to the Senator from Washington 

that the hangman's job is a gentleman's job compared to 
that of the Commissioner General of Immigration and the 
Secretary of Labor in many of these cases because they are 
so heart appealing. It just tears one's heartstrings to have 
to make a decision. However, the question is, as was said by 
a very distinguished man now on a high 'court, "What is the 
law?" One has to follow the law. I would not want to be in 
the place of the Commissioner General of Immigration and 
have to accept the responsibility of admitting those 2,800 
persons. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. President, in answer by way of 
actual data to the inquiry kindly directed to me by my friend 
from Washington, let me take up another case picked at ran
dom, just as I picked them at the Bureau, and let us see 
what it is. 

This gentleman's name is George G. Grenier, age 38, a 
young man. He entered this country July 21, 1926. In an
swer to an inquiry he said he had been in the United States 
before; a total period in the United States of 9 years and 3 
months. Mind you, Mr. President, I am reading from a 
record provided the Members of this body and the House of 
Representatives by the Commissioner of Immigration. 

The address of this man is 1213 East Fifty-third Street, 
Chicago, Ill. He comes from the home town of the senior 
Senator from Dlinois [Mr. LEWISl-a fine city. 

Dependent relatives in the United States? Yes; a wite and son. 

George is all right up to that point, according to the colo-
nel's report. 

Any other relatives in the United States? "No"-

Says George. 
Any relatives abroad? "No"
Says George-
"! have no relatives abroad." 
What is your occupation? "I am a painting contractor." 
Are you self-supporting? "Oh, yes, indeed"-

Says George-
''! am self-supporting." 
Have you ever been on relief? "No, sir; never." 

George must be a good man. He has a wife and child, and 
there is no evidence that he got into this country illegally; no 
evidence of his doing anything that was contrary to good 
morals or good citizenship. 

Have you ever been a public charge? "No, sir''-

Says George. 
Here is the colonel's statement as to the grounds for depor

tation-that he is in the United States in violation of the 
Immigration Act of 1924. There we do find he violated the 
law. The colonel further says that at the time of his entry 
he was not in possession of unexpired immigration visa. 

What are the unfavorable factors of the report? Colonel 
MacCormick says the unfavorable factors are that the alien
wait a minute! Unfavorable factors? Colonel MacCormack 
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reports that this man has a bad moral record. There must 
be some mistake here, because a man with a bad moral record 
who has violated the law in slipping into the country has 
been held here. That is all the colonel says, that he has a 
bad moral record; that he admitted he is the father of an 
illegitimate child whom he later adopted. That is the only 
redeeming feature I can see about him; but if he was man 
enough to adopt his illegitimate child, I have more respect 
for him than I otherwise would have. 

His statements as to birth and m111tary service are ridiculous. 

That is what the Immigration Service says. Despite that, 
the Immigration Service says this alien is a fine man. He 
will contribute to the future generations of. America. He will 
help us build up America and continue her as the greatest 
Nation on earth. We must keep him here to help us do it. 

Here are the favorable factors: 
United States citizenship of Wife and child. 

Well, let us see: 
Reason !or stay-

That is, the reason the Department of Labor l;l,as for stay
ing the man's deportation; that is to say, for keeping him 
here when th~ law says he must be put out. They say-
to permit voluntary departure, to prevent separation of family. 

Well, after an, that fellow is not so bad. I suppose to err 
is human. I do not suppose any of us in this body, even, 
could rise and say, "I have never committed sin." Very few
none, can do it. We all have our fa'ults; So, according to 
Colonel MacCormack's report, this man is a pretty good 
fellow. 

Let us see what the record shows. Let us see whether or 
not Colonel MacCormack has been fair with these gentlemen 
whose confidence he has betrayed. Let us see whether 
Colonel MacCormack has given us the facts. Let us see 
what the facts are. 

Mr. George Gaston Grenier; he has a good name. 
Mr. SCHWELLENBACH. Mr. President, what is the Sen

ator reading? 
Mr. REYNOLDS. I am reading from the records of the 

Department of Labor that I examined. 
Mr. SCHWELLENBACH. What the Senator has read is 

what? 
Mr. REYNOLDS. What I have read is the record pro

vided this body and the other House of Congress by Colonel 
MacCormack and the Immigration and Naturalization Serv
ice. Upon that record, I say to the Senator from Washing
ton and his colleague, Colonel MacCormack would have this 
body of lawmakers pass upon the question as to whether or 
not that man should be deported; and if Senators should 
pass upon the question from this report of Colonel Mac
Cormack, being big-hearted men, as they are, they probably 
would say, "Well, let the poor fellow stay." But it has been 
my duty-my sworn duty as a Member of this body-to re
veal the truth and to bring the truth to the attention of my 
colleagues. 

Let us see about George Gaston Grenier. Here are the 
facts: 

The files of the Impligration and Naturalization Service 
show that Grenier entered the country illegally in 1926. 
When he came into this country, he violated ow- immigra
tion laws by slipping in here. 

Oh, my goodness! I did not know George was so bad. 
The records show that he was a deserter. That is as bad 
as being a perjurer-worse than being a perjurer in time of 
war, when his country is in peril. George Grenier. bearing 
that good name, was a deserter from the French Army. 

How much respect have you for a deserter from the Amer-
ican Army? · 

Oh, my goodness! The records show that Grenier stole 
an airplane. He deserted from the Army, and stole an air
plane. He is not only a deserter but he is a thief. 

Oh, my goodness! The records show that he gave false 
testimony in applying for United States citizenship. 

A deserter! Was that mentioned in Colonel MacCor
mack's report? It was not. A thief, who stole an airplane! 
Was that mentioned in Colonel MacCormack's report? It 

was not. I am talking loud because I wish the world td 
hear what I have to say about this matter. 

The records show that Grenier gave false testimony in 
applYing for United States citizenship. He is a perjurer and 
a liar. Was that mentioned in Colonel MacCormack's re
port? It was not. Colonel MacCormack was called upon by 
a resolution of the House of Representatives to give to the 
men who make the laws of this great country the facts, the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth; and he 
has practiced deception upon my friends here and my 
friends in the other body by withholding the truth, which is 
sometimes worse than distorting the truth. 

I hope that is all about George. I do not see how he 
could be any worse. He deserted his army; he deserted his 
country; he stole an airplane; he committed perjury; he lied. 

Oh, my! The records show that he was convicted of a 
bastardy charge, and that he admits certain relations with 
various and sundry other people. I am not going to read 
all about that; it is too bad. 

The Department kept this thief, this perjurer, this de
serter here. They say he ought not to be deported. The 
only reason in the world why we ever let immigrants into 
this country, Senators, is for the benefit of the country. We 
do not admit im.imgrants for the benefit of the immigrants, 
but the idea is to let immigrants into the country to benefit 
the country. How is it going to benefit the country to let a 
man like that stay here? Nobody would dare say that man 
should be left here because he would contribute to the 
moral uplift, or the physical development, or the inspiration 
of the younger people who are coming on-a deserter, a 
thief, a perjurer! 

This is what the Department's records say-I copied this 
information out of the records: 

The decision in the ease of Grenier, judging by the files of the 
Department, rests to a great extent upon a report-

Listen-
submitted by the Immigrant's Protective League. 

Overnight I hope you gentlemen will find out something 
about the Immigrant's Protective League. If you do not find 
out, I shall make it my business to tell you something about 
them; but it is easy for you to look them up and see what 
they are doing. They have recommended that there be kept 
in this country, as an inspiration for the present youth of 
the land and those who are to follow, a man who is a 
perjurer, a deserter, and a thief. 

Why, here is something more about George. 
Grenier, according to the records, made two illegal entries. 

He not only slipped in here once in violation of law but he 
slipped in here twice, his first arrival being dated back in 
1919. At that time he came into the country-why, listen 
to this, Senators-he did not just slip over the border. He 
did not just jump ship. He did worse than that. Listen to 
what he did: At that time he came into the country under 
false papers which he had purchased. 

My heavens, Senators! Are you going to say that a man: 
who turned his back on the country of his birth, under whose 
1lag he had enjoyed protection; a man who stole an airplane, 
who is a perjurer and a thief; a man who went so far as to 
purchase false papers to get into this country; and a man 
who, in addition to that, violated the laws the second time 
to get into this country, is a man whom you want here as 
an example for yours sons and daughters and the younger 
generation who are growing up, looking for inspiration from 
the legislators of the country? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 
to me? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I yield. 
Mr. McKELLAR. I am curious to know the present status 

of these 2,862 aliens. Are they detained? Are they in jail?. 
Are they out on bond? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Some of them have been released on 
their own recognizance; that 1s to say, without bond. Some 
of them have been required to give a very small bond, which 
they can skip. I dare say that if there were an effort made 
to round them all up tomorrow not half of them could be 
found, because experien-ce bas shown that to be the case. 
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George and Goldbom and these other fellows are waiting 

for us here to pass a law saying that they are people of good 
character and that their presence here will contribute some
thing to the United States. Let us see if there is anything 
else about George. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 

North Carolina yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 
Mr. REYNOLDS. I gladly yield. 
Mr. DAVIS. I wanted to ask the Senator whether in his 

travels around the world he has found that any other coun
try has been as generous to aliens as the United States has 
been? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I consider myself as fortunate in hav
ing been provided the opportunity from time to time, in a 
sense, to travel on all the continents of the world, and many 
of the countries on the continents of the world. 

Mr. SCHWELLENBACH. Mr. President, will the Senator 
permit me to interrupt right there? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I yield. 
:Mr. SCHWELLENBACH. I am merely trying to get at 

the facts. The testimony before our committee, as given by 
Colonel MacCormack and other representatives of the De
partment, was to the effect that the United States was the 
only nation in the world which did not permit an adminis
trative department the discretionary right to pass upon cases 
of this kind. Does the Senator from Pennsylvania know 
whether that statement is correct? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I may state that I am providing myself 
with data upon that subject. 

Mr. DAVIS. I may say, if the Senator from North caro
lina will yield, that if I should go to the town in which I 
was born I would not be in that town 15 minutes before I 
would be notified that I must appear before one of the agents 
of the minister of labor in order that he might ascertain 
how long I intended to be there, and whether I intended to 
seek work; and if 1 were fortunate enough to secure work, 
I would not get my coat off before the minister of labor 
would come and tell me that I had better be going back to 
the country of which I was a citizen. 

Mr. SCHWELLENBACH. Mr. President, will the Senator 
from North Carolina yield again? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I yield. 
Mr. SCHWELLENBACH. That may be true, but we are 

here considering a specific proposition, the right under the 
law of an administrative department to have the discretion 
to pass upon this type of cases, and it seems to me the 
important thing in discussing this question, and making com-

. parisons with other nations, is to find how other nations 
pass upon this precise question, so long as we want to make 
a comparison. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. The Senator is exactly correct, and I 
am indeed very happy that he made the point, because I 
know something about that, and I have some material upon 
it, some data I have gathered; and in the course of my argu
ment pertaining to this matter, which is of more importance 
than anything else, perhaps of more importance to those 
who may soon be called upon to fill our shoes, I shall be very 
happy to provide the Senator with any information I may 
have in my possession on that very pertinent question. 

Mr. BONE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me? 
Mr. REYNOLDS. I yield. 
Mr. BONE. I was called out on business this afternoon 

and was denied the privilege of hearing most of the Senator's 
speech. I assume it is his purpose to offer his bill as a substi
tute for the pending bill, and I wonder whether he can now 
tell me, so that I may have the picture clear in my mind as 
the argument proceeds, whether or not the grounds for ex
pulsion from the country provided in the so-?alled ~eyn?lds 
bill and in the Kerr-Coolidge bill are practically Identical, 
and whether the difference between the two bills is largely in 
the procedure set up, and in removh'"l? the ~cret~onary 
power from a departmental official which is given m the 
Kerr-Coolidge bill. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. They are precisely dissimilar, and in 
further argument I shall compare the two bills, and I propose 

to dissect each section of the Kerr-Coolidge bill and explain 
the Reynolds-Starnes bill. 

Mr. BONE. I note in the bill the Senator sponsors that 
the President is given authority, in the event he formally 
declares an emergency to exist, to take into custody all aliens 
subsisting upon public or private relief and deport them 
forthwith to the countries of their origin. In connection with 
that provision I should like to ask the Senator whether he 
has any :figures showing the number of aliens in this country 
who are on public and private relief. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I am glad the Senator brought that to 
my attention. If the Senator will be good enough to let me 
answer that in detail as soon as I have :finished the case of 
George Grenier I shall be obliged to him, because I am afraid 
that if we enter into a discussion of the Senator's question 
now those who read the RECORD will not be able to carrv 
George in their minds as I want them to do. 

Mr. BONE. Border lines in Europe have been obliterated 
as a result of the World War, and it occurred to my mind 
just now that the matter of determining citizenship might 
present some difficult questions, if not irresistible barriers in 
the way of enforcement of the law, because a man might have 
been a Russian citizen, and now be a subject of Lithuania, or 
some other of the border countries which were created. 

:Mr. DAVIS. The country which took over the particular 
territory from which an alien came is the country to which 
he is usually deported. 

Mr. BONE. When the Senator from North Carolina makes 
the explanation I should like to have him make clear, if he 
knows-possibly be has examined that phase not only of the 
law, but that. phase of the controversy which might inevita
bly arise in the operation of the law-what might happen if 
those countries refused to accept these people. They can
not hang suspended in midair, like Mahomet's coffin; we have 
not a Devils Island to which to send them; and what would 
happen if other countries refused to accept them? Where 
would we send them and what would be done? Here is 
almost a Draconian code. It is an iron-elad provision, with 
no exceptions, and I am wondering whether the Senator 
has made plain or could make plain what we should do. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I have given considerable thought to 
that. 

Now, Mr. President, I understand there is a desire that 
we conclude the session for today. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, before the Senate ad
journs, I should like to ask the Senator from Pennsylvania 
a question. Do other countries, from which Americans have 
to be deported, pay for their deportation? 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes. 
Mr. McKELLAR. About what does it cost the United 

States to deport aliens each year? 
Mr. DAVIS. We used to :figure about $100 a person. 
Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. President, in order that my line of 

thought may not be broken, I desire to read one paragraph, 
and then I shall be very happy to defer my argument, in 
accord with the suggestion made to me, with the under
standing that I may have the floor tomorrow. 

I was speaking of Mr. George Grenier. According to the 
records, he made two illegal entries into this country, his 
:first arrival being in 1919, and at that time he came into 
the country under false papers which he had purchased. 
He was ordered deported to France in 1932, a country from 
whose army he had deserted, but he managed to keep from 
being deported, and eventually his deportation warrant was 
canceled, at the suggestion of the board of review of the 
Department of Labor, which gave considerable weight to 
the report of the welfare agency which examined his history. 

One of the moving considerations which led the welfare 
agency in its report to recommend leniency in the case of 
Grenier was that if he should be returned to France he 
would face court martial. 

REGISTRATION OF LOBBYISTS 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, on the 28th day of May 
1935 the Senate passed Senate bill 2512, to require registra
tion' of persons engaged in influencing legislation or Govern-
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ment contracts and activities. The bill went to the body at these days the Senate is going to quit yielding to the House 
the other end of the Capitol. On the 27th of March 1936, in its policy of refusing to give consideration to Senate bills 
that body passed House bill 11663, relatiJ].g to subjects closely and passing entirely different bills on the same subject after 
analogous to those dealt with in the Senate bill which I have the Senate bills are over there. I think the Senator from 
described. Michigan ought not to put himself and the Senate in the 

The House bill is on the Vice President's desk; and I ask attitude of refusing to give the Senate an opportunity to 
that the Vice President lay it before the Senate in order that have its bill considered by the body at the other end of the 
I may make a motion to proceed to its consideration. Capitol. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate Of course, the request I am making is subject to an objec-
a bill from the House of Representatives, which will be read. tion. I shall not make a motion at this time, however. I 

The bill (H. R. 11663) to require reports of receipts and ask, if an objection is made, that the matter remain on the 
disbursements of certain contributions, to require the regis- Vice President's desk, and at an opportune time I shall move 
tration of persons engaged in attempting to influence legis- to proceed to the consideration of the House bill. 
lation, to prescribe punishments for violation of this act, and Mr. COUZENS. Certainly, I shall have no objection to 
for other purposes, was read twice by its title. that. If the Senator wishes to proceed with the considera-

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, I am informed that the tion of the House bill, I am fully in accord with that pro
Senator from Oregon rMr. McNARY] does not object to this cedure. 
procedure. Mr. ROBINSON. I asked that that be done. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The Senator is correctly informed. Mr. COUZENS. But the Senator wishes to substitute an-
Mr. AUSTIN. And, representing him here now, I do not other bill and have it go to conference. I am not willing to 

object. have that procedure followed. 
Mr. ROBINSON. I ask the Senate to proceed to the con- . Mr. ROBINSON. The Senate passed the bill which I am 

sideration of the House bill. asking to substitute for the House bill. The Senate had its 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? opportunity to consider that bill, deliberated on it, and 
Mr. COUZENS. Do I understand that is the antilobbying passed it. Now the Senator from Michigan wishes to have 

bill? us consider it a second time; and I suppose if we should 
Mr. ROBINSON. Yes. consider it and pass it as a Senate bill and send it over to 
Mr. COUZENS. Does the Senator intend to have the bill the House, and the House ·should pursue the course that it 

taken up tonight? did in this instance, he would wish to have the Senate con-
Mr. ROBINSON. My intention is to substitute the text of sider it a third time. 

the Senate bill for the text of the House bill by way of The only way a Senate bill can have consideration is by 
amendment, and then ask for a conference. the course I am suggesting. I ask unanimous consent for 

Mr. COUZENS. And then ask for a conference? that action. 
Mr. ROBINSON. Yes. The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the 
Mr. COUZENS. But there is no intention tonight to do Senator froni Arkansas asks unanimous consent tbat the 

other than provide for a conference? House bill be considered and then will ask that the Senate 
Mr. ROBINSON. That is all I could do. bill be substituted for the House bill. 
Mr. COUZENS. I do not wish to have any bill passed Mr. ROBINSON. Yes; I shall move to strike out all after 

tonight. I wish to object to any bill being passed tonight. the enacting clause in the House bill and substitute the text 
There may be a controversy with respect to the bill which of the Senate bill therefor. 
passed each House, and I wish to know where that difference The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of opinion is to be straightened out. I should like to have of the Senator from Arkansas? 
it straightened out at some other place than in conference. Mr. COUZENS. I object. 

·Mr. ROBINSON. It cannot be straightened out at any The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objectio~ the bill will 
other place than in conference. continue to lie on the table. 

Mr. COUZENS. Then I shall object to the substitution. EXECUTIVE SESSION 
Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I think the Senator 

should give some consideration to the matter. Mr. ROBINSON. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
The senate, as I stated, passed its bill last year. The consideration of executive business. 

House agencies did not take up the Senate bill. They pro- The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to 
ceeded on an entirely different bill-a House bill. The the consideration of executive business. 
House passed that bill. NOW the Senate and the House bills EXECUTIVE REPORT OF A COMMITTEE 

have crossed each other, and the only way to get legislation Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee on Post Offices and 
is to pursue the course I am suggesting. Post Roads, reported favorably the nomination of Claude c. 

If anyone wishes to defeat legislation on the subject, it Badeaux to be postmaster at Garden City, La. 
may be accomplished by preventing consideration of the The VICE PRESIDENT. The report will be placed on the 
House bill. I think the Senator from Michigan does not Executive Calendar. If there be no further reports of com
wish to do that. My motion would, in effect, substitute the mittees, the first nomination in order on the calendar will 
Senate bill for the House bill. We considered the Senate be stated. 
bill at length, and l think it is entitled to COnsideration in PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE 
conference. 

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, will the Senator YI·eld? The legislative clerk proceeded to read sundry nominations 
in the Public Health Service. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I yield. Mr. ROBINSON. I ask unanimous consent that nomina-
Mr. COUZENS. I should like to have the House bill go to tions in the Public Health Service on the calendar be con- · 

the same committee which handled the so-called Black bill, firmed en bloc. 
and let them consider it and report it back to the Senate. The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objectio~ nominations 
In other words, we do not have an opportunity through this in the Public Health Service are confirmed en bloo. 
procedure ~to learn of the differences between the two bills That completes the calendar. 
and to pass upon them independently. In view of the fact 
that the House bill has been on the Vice President's desk RECESS 
for quite a considerable time, it seems to me the proper pro- The Senate resumed legislative session. 
cedure would be to refer the matter to the same committee Mr. ROBINSON. I move that the Senate take a recess 
which handled the Black bill, and let the committee report until 12 o'clock noon tomorrow. 
back to the Senate. The motion was agreed to; and <at 5 o'ciock and 30 min-

Mr. ROBINSON. Suppose the Senate committee should utes p.m.> the Senate took a recess until tomorrow, Satur
take the course that the House committee took. Some of day, April 4, 1936, at 12 o'clock meridian. 
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CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 3 
(legislative day of Feb. 24) , 1936 · 

PROMOTIONS IN THE PuBLIC HEALTH SERVICE 
TO BE ASSISTANT SURGEONS 

John W. Hornibrook Eric C. Johnson 
Roger E. Heering Erwin C. Drescher 
Seward E. Miller Marion B. Noyes 
Hugh L. C. Wilkerson John B. Hozier 
Robert H. Felix Michael J. Pescor 
John E. Dunn Jonathan Zoole 
Floyd A. Hawk William E. Graham 
John R. McGibony Virgil J. Dorset 
Jonathan B. Peebles, Jr. Earl L. White 
Charles F. Blankenship CUrtis R. Chaffin 
Edgar W. Moreland Paul T. Erickson 
Eugene A. Gillis Eugene W. Green 
Henry A. Holle Robert F. Martin 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
FRIDAY, APRIL 3, 1936 

The House met at 12 o'clock meridian. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., 

offered the following prayer: 
Almighty God, our Heavenly Father, who alone gavest us 

the breath of life and alone canst keep alive in us the holy 
desires Thou dost impart, we beseech Thee, for Thy com
passion's sake, to sanctify all our thoughts and endeavors 

. that we may neither begin an ~ction without pure intention 
nor continue it without Thy blessing. And grant that hav-

, ing the eyes of the mind open to behold things invisible and 
unseen we may in heart be inspired by Thy wisdom and -in 
work be upheld by Thy strength, and in the end be accepted 
of Thee as Thy faithful servants. Let the words of o.ur 

. mouths and the meditations of our hearts be acceptable in 
Thy sight, 0 Lord, our strength and our ~edeemer. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 
A message from the Senate by Mr. Horne, its enrolling 

· clerk, announced that the Senate had passed a bill of the 
following title, in which the concurrence of the House is 
requested: 

S. 1424. An act to amend the Packers and Stockyards Act, 
1921. 

The message also· announced that the Senate agrees to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill <H. R. 11691) entitled "An act making appropria
tions for the legislative branch of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1937, and for other purposes." 

INVESTIGATION OF LOBBYING ACTIVITIES 
Mr. COX, from the Committee on Rules, by direction of 

that committee, filed a report to accompany House Resolu
tion 475, which was referred to the House Calendar and 
ordered printed. 

The resolution is as follows: 
House Resolution 475 (Rept. No. 2366) 

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this resolution it shall be 
in order to move that the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of Senate Joint Resolution 234, joint resolution authorizing the 
Senate Special Committee on Investigation of Lobbying Activities 
to employ counsel, in connection with certain legal proceedings, 
and for other purposes, and all points of order against said joint 
resolution are hereby waived. That after general debate, which 
shall be confined to the joint resolution and continue not to exceed 
1 hour, to be equally divided and controlled by the chairman and 
ranking minority member of the Committee on the Judiciary, the 
joint resolution shall be read for amendment under the 5-minute 
rule. At the conclusion of the reading of the joint resolution for 
amendment, the .committee shall rise and report the same to the 
House with such amendments as may have been adopted, and the 

. previous question shall be considered as ordered on the joint reso
lution and amendments thereto to final passage without inter
vening motion except one motion to recommit, with or without 
instructions. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVAL AVIATION SERVICE 
Mr. MAAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

extend my remarks in the RECORD on two different subjects. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. MAAS. Mr. Speaker, when aviation was quite new in 

the Navy and most of the naval aviators were junior officers, 
it became necessary to train as pilots and observers a num
ber of high-ranking officers for command purposes. 

It was never intended that this practice should be con
tinued, and at the time that the Navy Department first 
explained to Congress the necessity for qualifying a few 
such high-ranking officers, Congress was assured that by 
the present time the need would have disappeared. Yet the 
Navy Department keeps right on sending senior captains 
and commanders to Pensacola. Here they are made "Mex" 
aviators, and then placed in command of and give orders 
to real naval aviators who grew up in and made naval 
aviation. 

There are today a sufficient number of naval aviators of 
every rank with more than 10 years' experience as pilots to 
command every naval air shore station and all of the present 
and future airplane carriers and tenders. Therefore there is 
no need to place in command of these vital national-defense 
forces of the air any officer who has not had at least 10 years' 
active experience as a qualified pilot. To select high-~anking 
line officers, send them to the Pensacola Naval Air Training 
Station, and give them wings-because that is just what is 
done; the wings are a present to such officers-is making a 
mockery of the law that requires trained aviators for the 
command posts. 

It is in spirit and effect a violation of the intent of the law 
and rank favoritism. It destroys the morale of the younger 
officers who enter aviation in the Navy as a career. After 
years of arduous duties as pilots, during which time they are 
required not only to keep up with the advancements and 
progress of aviation, but also to pass all the professional ex
aminations of their brother line officers, these aviators expect 
command posts, only to be shoved aside by seniors who are 
hurriedly rushed through Pensacola, labeled pilots, and given 
all of the best aviation commands. 

Such officers of necessity know very little about aviation, 
·and nothing from experience of the problems of actual aerial 
combat. Most of them could not even :fly airplanes let alone 
lead a massed :flight of planes. Yet it is these officers who 
are given the high command of our combat naval air forces. 
We place not only the success of our aerial defense of the Navy 
but the very lives of our real pilots in the hands of officers 
who know nothing about the duties for which they are given 
command. 

The actual pilots know that they are being ordered into 
the air and their maneuvers planned by officers who do not 
understand what they are ordering or planning. 

This hardly makes for the high order of morale which is 
so essential in any military operation, especially in the air. 
Permitting aviation to be dominated by men who are not 
real airmen retards progress and threatens the ultimate suc-
cess of our naval air operations. · 

The theory of the bureau chiefs is that naval officers must 
progress to the command of large ships by commanding 
small ones first and then, step by step, the larger ones up to 
the biggest. This is good logic. But how much more impor
tant is this for the command of great armadas of airplanes. 

Here the course of command experience must be by the 
same parallel. A pilot must first learn to fly in a wing posi
tion, then to lead a section, and later a division of airplanes 
before he can hope to lead a squadron or a wing organi
zation. 

The bureau chiefs would be the first to protest against 
giving command of a battleship to an outsider after only a 
9 months' course at Annapolis. 

Yet that is exactly what they are now doing in aeronautics. 
No one would think of permitting an officer to command a 

capital ship without years of previous training and experi
ence at fea. So, too, no one should be permitted to com
mand our vitally important naval air units, afloat or ashore, 
without years of experience in aviation. 
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To see that this common sense principle is carried out in 

the future I have introduced a bill to restrict command of 
airplane carriers, tenders, and naval air stations to aviators 
and observers of not less than 10 years' experience as quali
fied naval aviators or observers. This bill, if enacted into 
law, will make mandatory the carrying out of the intention 
and policy of Congress in this respect. 

THE W. P. A. PROGRAM 
Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

insert in the RECORD a communication from the United 
States Conference of Mayors and resolution adopted March 
23, 1936. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend my 

remarks in the RECORD, I include the following letter and the 
resolution adopted at the United States Conference of Mayors 
referred to therein: 

UNITED STATES CONFERENCE OF MAYORS, 
Washington, D. C., March 24, 1936. 

Hon. RICHARD RussELL, 
Member, United States House of Representatives, 

House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 
MY DEAR CoNGRESSMAN: Last Saturday the United States Confer

ence of Mayors held a regional meeting of most of the New Eng
land mayors at Boston. The attached resolution, dealing with the 
W. P. A. program, was unanimously passed. On behalf of the 
New England mayors in attendance at the Boston meeting I am 
asking that you insert this statement in the CoNGRESSIONAL 
RECORD. 

Thanking you very kindly, I am. 
Sincerely yours, 

PAUL V. BETTERS, 
Executive Director. 

RESOLUTION ON W. P. A., UNANIMOUSLY ADOPTED AT BOSTON NORTHEAST
ERN REGIONAL MEETING OF UNITED STATES CONFERENCE OF MAYORS, 
MARCH 21, 1936 

Whereas we have met in formal sessions of the northeastern re
gional section of the United States Conference of Mayors and have 
received first-hand reports from the chief executives of the cities 
of Massachusetts, Connecticut, Rhode Island, Maine, New Hamp
shire, New York, and New Jersey with regard to the pressing prob
lem of caring for the unemployed needy in these communities; 
and 

Whereas these reports have revealed that although there has 
been an evident improvement in general business conditions, still 
the numbers on relief and in need of aid have not been substan
tially reduced; and 

Whereas the present W. P. A. program has been productive of 
useful and constructive works of lasting benefit and permanent 
value to our communities; and 

Whereas considerable alarm has been felt over the announced 
reductions in W. P. A. quotas: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved as the consensus of the northeastern regional section, 
That the president and executive committee of the United States 
Conference of Mayors be instructed to continue their efforts to 
insure an extension of the W. P. A. program, which is absolutely 
essential to protride adequate care and assistance -for the unem
ployed employables of our Nation. It is the hope of this group 
that industry W1ll absorb much of the surplus. labor during the 
coming months and lessen the problem of relief, but until such 
does take place we must carry on as in the past. In this connec
tion we authorize the president and executive committee to place 
at the disposal of private industry all the informational facilities 
of the conference of mayors in any plan which industry may 
develop in accordance with the message of President Roosevelt 
on March 18 to effect increased employment during the coming 
months: Be it further 

Resolved, That it be recommended to the Works Progress Ad
ministrator that w. P. A. quotas be not reduced except as workers 
are actually pla<:ed 1n other jobs. 

Major cities in New York, Massachusetts, Connecticut, Maine, 
Rhode Island, Vermont, and New Hampshire represented. 

OUR AIRCRAFT AND ALLIED INDUSTRIES ARE LOCATED AS TO BE 
VULNERABLE TO ATTACK 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks in the RECORD by printing a letter 
addressed by me to the President. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend 

my remarks in the REGORD, I inciude the following letter to 
the President of the United States in which I call attention 
to the need for a careful study of the location of our aircraft 
companies to the end that there be a. development in tbe 

interior sections of the country. Similar communications 
were sent to Hon. JoHN J. McSwAIN, chairman of the House 
Military Affairs Committee, and Hon. CARL VINSON, chairman 
of the House Naval Affairs Committee, and Eugene Vida~ 
Director of Air Commerce for the United States: 

MARcH 30, 1936. 
Hon. FRANKLIN D. RooSEVELT, 

President of the United States, 
The White House, Washington, D. C. 

MY DEAR ·MR. PREsiDENT: During an !:!-ddress on the fioor of the 
House of Representatives on March 13 I stated the following: "In 
this Nation practically every concern manufacturing aircraft is 
located upon the coasts of the United States, and, due to the 
danger from attack, we should give serious consideration t::> the 
need for aircraft development inland." 

Since that time I have been making a further study of the facts 
in this connection. I find that factories for the manufacture of 
planes and bombers, ordnance and rifies, are concentrated in the 
seaboard States, and are, therefore, left open to destruction by a 
hostile airplane carrier, perhaps hundreds of miles at sea. I have 
found that the Pratt & Whitney Aircraft Co. and the Wright Aero
nautical Corporation are open to attack, since they are located at 
Hartford, Conn., and Paterson, N. J. It is not a far-fetched asser
tion when I say that a fast bomber could bring destruction to both 
these factories within an hour. Not far from the coast is the 
Lycoming Manufacturing Co., at Wiillamsport, Pa., which manu
factures engines and propellers. The Menasco and Kinner com
panies are located in Los Angeles, Calif. 

We find the Glenn L. Martin aircraft factory near Baltimore; the 
Seversky and the Grumman Aircraft Corporation at Farmingdale, 
Long Island; the Sikorsky Aviation Corporation situated at Bridge
port, Conn.; and the Chance Vought Aircraft Corporation in Hart
ford, Conn. The picture is even more graphically brought to our 
attention on the Pacific coast, with the Lockheed, Douglas, Vultee, 
and Northrop companies at Los Angeles, Calif.; the Consolidated 
Aircraft Corporation at San Diego; and farther north at Seattle, 
Wash., is to be found the Boeing Aircraft Co., builders of bombers 
which are recognized as among the best. 

In contrast we find that only the Great Lakes Aircraft Corpo
ration in Cleveland, Ohio, produces fighting planes in any quan
tity among those situated in the interior. There are three com
mercial factories at Wichita, Kans., and the Stinson Aircraft Cor
poration in Detroit. 

I have ascertained also the further fact that our manufacturers 
of firean:ns are concentrated on the coast. There are three com
panies in Massachusetts; namely, the Johnson's Arms & Cycle 
Works at Fitchburg, the Stevens Arms Co. at Chicopee Falls, and 
Smith & Wesson's in Springfield. In Connecticut we find five 
companies. New Haven having Mossberg & Sons, Colt's Patent 
Arms Manufacturing Co., the Winchester Repeating Arms Co., and 
the Marlin Firearms Co., while in Bridgeport we find the Reming
ton Arms Co. Coming down to Pennsylvania, which is only 
slightly better protected than the above-mentioned States, we 
find our largest producer of firearms, the Bethlehem Steel Cor
poration at Bethlehem. Also, the manufacture of explosives and 
war chemicals is concentrated in the Wilmington, Del., territory. 

I feel justified at this time, therefore, in calling your attention 
to the need for a careful study with the thought in mind of 
establishing in the interior and more inaccessible sections of the 
United States our plants for the manufacture of aircraft, engines, 
firearms. explosives. and chemicals because the picture today 1s 
decidedly different than it was even 5 years ago. 

Sincerely yours, . 
JENNINGS RANDOLPH. 

STATE, JUSTICE, COMMERCE, AND LABOR DEPARTMENTS 
APPROPRIATION BILL, 1937 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of the bill <H. R. 
12098) making appropriations for the Departments of State, 
and Justice, and for the judiciary, and for the Departments 
of Commerce and Labor, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1937, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee 

of the Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. 
liARLAN in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 

follows: 
Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary to the Nether• 

lands, $12,000. 

Mr. ELLENBOGEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to address the House on the pro
visions of a very important piece of legislation which is being 
introduced today by Mr. WAGNER in the Senate and by myself 
in the House. 
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The United States housing bill is the culmination of a long 

period of experimentation, surveys, thought, and united effort 
on the part of all groups and individuals interested in finding 
some solution for the housing problem. We have moved 
slowly, because the problems involved are so serious and 
complex that no hasty or partial solution will do. But we 
now present this bill in the full conviction that it will meet 
with the approval of all who seriously desire to improve the 
living conditions of that section of the population otherwise 
doomed to live in the slums, and of all who understand that 
our future economic well-being is largely dependent on per
manent revival and a greater degree of stabilization in the 
building and allied industries. 

In its very essence this is nonpartisan legislation. Housing 
is not a new idea in America. The national housing policy 
outlined in this bill has been built up bit by bit and year by 
year from the knowledge and understanding gained in this 
country over the past generation. · 

The necessity for a concrete and permanent low-cost hous
ing program was recognized in Mr. Hoover's administration. 
The committee on large-scale operations of Mr. Hoover's 
conference on home building and hoine ownership reported 
that "the houses 'of the · country constitute our largest mass 
of obsolete and discredited equipment." They pointed out 
that "new houses of acceptable standard of living ·are too 
expensive for two-thirds of the population", and they showed 
that "the present break-down in the financing, construction, 
and distribution of homes is more than a temporary or emer
gency situation","and therefore requires more than emergency 
measures for its solution. · 

The awakened local interest in the housing problem today 
knows ·no party lines. What other issue can you find in 
which local governmental officials, both Democratic and Re
publican, social agencies, labor, consumer organizations, aD:d 
the capital goods industries are all united in seeking public 
action? 

The adoption of a sound national housing policy will be 
the crowning point of the first 4 years of the Roosevelt 
Administration. Talk and experiment can now be trans
lated into concrete achievement. The .President has said-

We are working toward the ultimate objective of making it 
possible for American families to live as Americans should. 

Here is an economical, efficient, and comprehensive method 
of taking one real step in this direction. 

In the first place the bill ~ets up a permanent United 
. States housing authority. Permanent local housing au
thorities of a similar type have already been established all 
over the country. But they are attempting the impossible, 
as long as the Federal agencies, from whom they seek neces
sary assistance, exist only from day to day, on a precarious 
and temporary basis. Where there are no local housing au
thorities as yet, there are active and organized groups of 
citizens who are impatiently waiting only for a permanent 
national policy before establishing suitable local machinery. 
to carry out a program of low-rent housing and slum clear
ance. The provisions in the Wagner-Ellenbogen housing 
bill were framed with the direct collaboration .and assistance 
of such local authorities and groups of citizens. 

There are two essentials in a sound piece of national 
housing legislation. First, it must be flexible enough to meet 
varying local conditions and needs. No single "solution" 
handed down from Washington will do in a country as broad 
and complex as ours. On the other hand, definite checks 
and limitations and standards must be established to insure 
that Federal aid really accomplishes what it is supposed to 
accomplish-namely, the provision of decent living quar
ters for low-income families and the elimination of slum 
living conditions. In our opinion, and in the opinion of the 
numerous and diverse individuals, experts and agencies who 
have collaborated in its formulation, the United States 
housing bill achieves this difficult feat. 

Loans will be made to local public housing authorities and 
limited-dividend companies. And grants may also be made, 
to authorities only, where necessary in order to bring rentals 
within reach of low-income families in need of housing. 

· Actmil construction and operation will be. carried out by 
local agencies, subject to certain conditions. The most im
portant condition is that such housing projects must be 
reserved for low-income families who are entirely outside the 
private building market. There is therefore a permanent 
guarantee that these dwellings will not compete with the 
ordinary activities of private enterprise. They will merely 
extend the market for the products of the building industry 
and the labor of building mechanics into a hitherto un
touched field. In certain special cases, where no local au
thority has as yet been e~tablished, but where there is both 
proved need and representative demand, the Federal agency 
may itself undertake construction, pending sale of the 
project to suitable local agencies. · 

The financial provisions have been very carefully worked 
out to provide a maximum of accomplishment with a mini
mum of public expenditure. An appropriation of $51,000,000 
is asked for the first year, and authorizations for ensuing 
years up to $100,000,000 for the first year and not more·than 
$150,000,000 for each of the succeeding 3 years. The Au
thority is authorized to borrow $100,000,000 from the Recon
struction Finance ,corporation in-the first year, which may 
make a special bond issue unnecessary. 

Compare these reasonable appropriations and financial 
measures, every cent of which will go into direct construc
tion, with the funds made available to the Home Owners' 
Loan Corporation, almost entirely for refinancing, or with 
outright expenditures for relief and other emergency meas
ures which bring no future return and leave no permanent 
addition to the wealth of the country. The money spent 
under the United States housing bill will build monuments 
which 50 years . hence will stilL give concrete evidence that 
the Congress of 1936 was an enlightened ·and forward-look
ing body. 

These public funds will, moreover, serve to draw idle pri
vate funds into an entirely new field of sound and needed 
investment. A false distinction is often made between "pri
vate" and so-called "public" housing-as if all public-aided 
housing had to be constructed entirely with public funds. 
As a matter of fact, through the unguaranteed bonds of 
local housing authorities, and through equities in limited 
dividend companie.-,. as well as through investment in United 
States Housing Authority bonds, a large amount of private 
money will be drawn into a new and highly productivP. en
terprise. Thus, and only thus, can the great building in
dustry and its allied businesses begin to be transformed 
from a "luxury trade", serving only the richest third of the 
population, into a stable industry serving the interests of 
the mass of consumers. Only thus, also can steps be taken 
to alleviate, if not to avoid entirely, the terrible shortage 
of a.ny kind of housing which is rapidly descending on us 
today. 

There will, of course, be opposition. But the argument 
will not be quite the same old familiar left-right line-up. 
Rather will it be a line-up between that vast majority of the 
citizens of the United States and their elected represtnta
tives who w-ant to put ·both the production and consumption 
of our national resources on broader and more stable basis, 
and the small handful who for their own selfish reasons are 
opposed to any truly constructive activity. [Applause.] 

Mr. FULMER. Mr. Chairman, on yesterday I had the 
privilege of attending a hearing before the Senate Agricul
ture Committee, where an investigation is being made by 
that committee of the operations of the cotton exchanges 
and the cause of a 2 cent per pound drop in the price of 
cotton sometime ago. 

I had the privilege of listening to a statement made by 
the ex-president of the New York Cotto~ Exchange. While I 
agree with a number of statements made by this gentleman, 
I disagree with him in his statement wherein he stated that 
speculation, and a lot of it, was very helpful to farmers in 
securing a better price for their cotton. After making this 
statement the gentleman proceeded to lambast Anderson, 
Clayton Cotton Co., of Texas, for certain transactions on 
the New York Cotton Exchange during the months of May 
and July in 1929. Now, Mr. Clayton was doing exactly what 
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the ex-president of the New York Cotton Exchange stated 
would be good for farmers-that is, speculating-and on a 
large scale. 

He stated that jn May Mr. Clayton was long several hun
dred bales of cotton; · in other words, was in a position to 
dominate the price of cotton. In July ·he stated that Mr. 
Clayton sold short over 900,000 bales of cotton, which, natu
rally, would have a tendency to depress the price of cotton, 
all o( which certainly would not be helpful to farmers. 
Now, you will notice that both of these transactions were in 
May and July. 

Those of us here wlio represent cotton-farmers know that 
putting the price of cotton up in May_ or down in July 
does not do them any ·harm or any good, in that farmers 
sell very little-cot~on during . this period of the-year. -

I contend that the investigation that is how going on for 
the purpose. of ascertaiiung- just why cotton had a 2 cent 
per pound ·drop in 1 day is just like putting that-· much 
money in a rat hole. Congress is· long on taking the·~tax

payers' money. for various and sundry investigations while 
Congress is in session and during the adjournment of Con
gress; 99 times out of 100 these investigating committees, 
largely composed of Congressmen and Senators, are unable 
to accomplish much in remedying the situation complained 
of or investigated. 

·Those of us who have bought and sold cotton and who 
have had any dealings on the cotton exchanges of the coun
.try realize the cause of the wild speculation re~erred to by 
the ex-president of the New York Cotton Exchange in the 
case of Anderson, Clayton Co. 

Under the Cotton Futures Act a section was written in the 
act whereby buyers of cotton would have an equal oppor
tunity in doing business on the cotton exchange with the 
sP-ller. Speculators refuse to use this section. However, an
other section was written in this bill giving the seller of 
cotton all advantages over the buyer. That is, suppose I buy 
on the New York Cotton Exchange 1,000 bales of cotton for 
July delivery. When July arrives I call for the cotton and 
request that it be delivered at Charleston, S. C., one of the 
southern delivery points. 

Under the section just referred to, the seller has the right 
to deliver to me the cotton, the 1,000 bales, of any one of 
the tenderable grades and can state that he will deliver you 
this cotton at a delivery point in Texas or several other 
southern delivery points. Naturally, the buyer is unable to 
use all of these 1,000 bales of one grade and, certainly, want
ing to use this cotton in South Carolina, could not accept de
livery in Texas or any of these other delivery points. 

Mr. Clayton, when he sold these 900,000. bales short on 
the New York market, perhaps not having a single bale of 

· actual cotton on hand, knew at the time that he coul·d force a 
paper settlement by the procedure just mentioned and, 
therefore, would not have to deliver the· actual cotton. 

If the Congress will amend the Cotton Futures Act, re
pealing the section referred to, that gives the seller all of 
these advantages, and place in the bill and amendment plac
ing the buyer on an equal basis with the seller-that is, 
permitting him to write into the contract at least half of 
the number of bales of the grades that he would want, per
mitting the seller to cieliver the other ha.lf in grades that 
he would like to deliver-you will be able to stop Mr. Clay
ton and others from the type of speculation referred to by 
the ex-president of the New York Cotton Exchange. 

Now, why do I say this? Suppose the buyer had the right 
under the amendment just referred to, which would give the 
buyer the right to demand the actual cotton. Mr. Clayton 
would think seriously before he would sell short 900,000 bales 
of cotton, for the reason that he would be unable to know 
whether or not he would be able to go on the market and 
buy this cotton for the purpose of filling his ·contract. In 
the next place, in calling the actual cotton, forcing the 
seller to have on hand the amount of cotton sold or forcing 
him to go on the market and buy the cotton in question, 
naturally would bring about a demand for cotton and cer
tainly would advance the price of cotton. 

LXX.X-312 

I tried to place such an amendment in legislation in my 
committee some 3 or 4 years ago proposing to amend the 
Cotton Futures Act, but the speculators are absolutely 
against the amendment, stating that it will destroy specu
lation, all of .which will be harmful to farmers in securing 
a fair price for their spot cotton. 

If Congr~ss will write in this amendment and also write 
into the legislation designating certain southern delivery 
points, permitting the buyer of cotton to write into the con
tract the point where he wants the cotton delivered, and at 
least 50 percent of the quantity of cotton bought of grades 
that he could use either in his mill or on the market, per
mitting the seller to designate the grades of the · other 50 
percent, we will then be able to curb wild speculation and 
fluctuations of such as a drop of 2 cents per pound in 1 day. 

The ex-president" of the New York Cotton Exchange referred 
to the holding of cotton on the part of the Government 
under the program of trying to assist farmers in receiving a 
fair price, statiilg that it was a mess. The only difference 
between the Government's transaction and that of Ander
son, ClaYton Co. is that the Government is doing a legiti
mate business, representing the farmers, and having in its 
possession the actual cotton, while Anderson, Clayton, in 
connection with the transaction referred to, was speculating 
without having a bale of cotton in their possession and when 
the transaction had been closed, it was all on paper, and not 
a single bale of cotton passed through the hands of anybody. 

The day that cotton dropped 2 cents per pound, a loss of 
$10 per bale, I understand it was all brought about by a 
rumor put out by those interested in selling the market 
short for the purpose of making millions. 

I am sure if the Senate committee will investigate the 
transactions on that date they will find that the selling and 
buying was all on paper, and not a single bale of actual cot
ton entered into the transaction. 

I gathered from the remarks of the ex-president of the New 
York Cotton Exchange that it would be very helpful if the 
Government would let it be understood that the cotton that 
they now have on hand would not be sold until a certain 
price was reached, and it appears that he had in mind 15 
cents per pound. If the Government should make such a 
statement, and I am for it, speculators would not do any
thing but buy the market, and in less than 30 days cotton 
would be selling for 15 cents per pound. 

The gentleman also stated that there was very little busi
ness going on on t.he cotton exchange at this time, all 
because speculators and traders in cotton were without any 
definite information as to just what the Government was 
going to do with the cotton that they now have on hand. 
In other words, the speculators are hesitating because of 
what the Government is doing, and perhaps on account of 
what the Government may do, in handling this cotton. · 

Prior to the inauguration of President Roosevelt on March 
4, 1933, the Government was not holding any cotton, neither 
did the Government interfere with speculators and cotton 
traders, and, apparently, there was quite a lot of business 
going on on the exchanges. However, cotton at that time 
was forced down to 5 cents per pound, while today farmers 
are actually selling cotton at 12 cents per pound. I note 
that the gentleman stated that farmers were receiving about 
10 cents per pound for cotton at this time. I beg to differ 
with the gentleman for the reason that I sold cotton this 
week in my district to a country cotton buyer for 12 cents 
per pound. 

The chairman of the Agriculture Committee, Senator 
SMITH, whom I admire, and whom the people of South Caro
lina admire, stated on yesterday that the type of speculation 
referred to by the ex-president of the New York Cotton Ex
change should be curbed by placing a limitation on long 
and short selling. 

.Out of all the legislation passed by the Congress, most of 
it highly recommended by those who have charge of en
forcing and administering the Cotton Futures Act, the situ
ation complained of has not been remedied. 

We passed a commodity-exchange bill in the House last 
year w_hich was reported by the Agriculture Committee of th_e 
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House, of which I am a member, carrying a provision for 
putting a considerable curb on selling long and snort, espe
cially short selling, both on grain and cotton. I find that 
this bill has been reported to the Senate by the Senate Agri
culture Committee with cotton stricken from the bill. 

If the Senator from South Carolina is interested in curb
Ing speculation of the type engaged in by Anderson, Clayton 
& Co., and others, cotton should be restored tO the bill. 

I am also hoping that those in the Senate who are inter
ested in stopping speculation, the type that brings about a 
2-cent decline in cotton in 1 day, will write into the bill the 
amendments suggested by me. I feel 'sure that if this is done 
and the bill returned to the House we will be able to keep 
these amendments intact. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South 
Carolina has expired. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

Detection and prosecution of crimes: For the detection and prose
cution of crimes against the United States; for the protection of 
the person of the President of the United States; the acquisition. 
collection, classification, and preservation of identification and other 
records and their exchange with the duly authorized officials of the 
Federal Government, of States_, cities, and other institutions; for 
such other investigations regarding official matters under the con
trol of the Department of Justice and the Department of State as 
may be directed by the Attorney General; purchase and exchange 
not to exceed $50,000, and hire, maintenance, upkeep, and opera
tion of motor-propelled passenger-carrying vehicles, to be used only 
on official business; purchase and exchange at not to exceed $7,000 
each, and maintenance, upkeep, and operation, of not more than 
two armored automobiles; firearms and ammunition; ,SUch sta
tionery, supplies, and equipment for use at the seat of government 
or elsewhere as the Attorney General may direct; not to exceed 
$10,000 for taxicab hire to be used exclusively for ·the purposes set 
forth in this paragraph and to be expended under the direction of 
the Attorney General; traveling expenses, incl~ding expenses of 
attendance at meetings concerned with the work of such Bureau 
when authorized by the Attorney General; payment of rewards 
when specifically authorized by the Attorney General for informa
tion leading to the apprehension of fugitives from justice, including 
not to exceed $20,000 to meet unforeseen emergencies of a confi
dential character, to be expended under the direction of the Attor
ney General, who shall make a certificate of the amount of · such 
expenditure as he may think it advisable not to specify, and every 
such certificate shall be deemed a suffi.cient voucher for the sum 
therein expressed to have been expended; and including not to 
exceed $1,181,500 for personal .services in the District of Columbia; 
$6,025,000, of which amount $100,000 shall be immediately avalla~le: 
Provided, That section 3709 of the Revised Statutes (U. S. C., t1tle 
·41, sec. 5) shall not be .construed to apply to any purchase or service 
rendered for the Federal :Oureau of Investigation in the field when 
·the aggregate amount involved does not exceed the sum of $100. 

Mr. McMTI..LAN. Mr. Chairnian, I offer the following 
amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment by Mr. McMn.LAN: Page .34, Une 6, strike out the 

word "two" and insert in lleu thereof the word ''four." · 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Chairman, this merely provides for 
four automobiles for tlie Bureau of Investigation instead of 
two. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from South Carolina. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman. on page 34, in line 14, I 

. move to strike out the words "when authorized by the Attor
ney General." 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. BLANTON: Page 34, line 14, strike out 

the words "when authorized by the Attorney General." 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I am making this pro
forma amendment in order to call to the attention of the 
Attorney General of the United States and to the prosecuting 
officers here that there is a bunch of laWYers in Washington 
who are continually committing the crime of barratry
soliciting law business from people .. 

A distinguished citizen died here the other day, and, as is 
the usual practice with some of these laWYers who are com
mitting barratry, the firm of William Fletcher & Co., com

-posed of John L. Fletcher and John R. Fletcher, on the letter-

head of John R. Fletcher, lawyer, 600 F Street NW., Wash
ington. D. C., wrote a letter to the widow of the deceased 
and said, in effect: 

"We note your husband has passed away", and they said, 
"We are prepared to get you a pension from the Pension 
Bureau", and they told ber that if she would fill out the ap
plication they enclosed and make them attorneys in fact, 
having the names stipulated in the application, "William 
Fletcher & Co., composed of John L. and John R. Fletcher", 
and would agree to pay them their fee, that they would get 
her the pension. 

That is barratry. That soliciting of law business is nothing 
in the world but barratry, and it ought to be stopJ>ed. When 
the Government of the United States owes anyone a pension 
they do not have to employ a lawyer to get it. All on earth 
they have to do is to fill out a proper application to the Pen
sion Bureau, which will be furnished by the Pension Bureau, 
and furnish the facts, and they do not need any attorney to 
do it. They do not have to pay out a cent in fees. They can 
get what is coming to them from the United States Govern
ment without expense. This damnable barratry ought to be 
stopped. They ought to quit imposing on people at a time 
when death comes and get these fees out of them. 

~ hope the prosecuting officers in the District of Columbia 
will stop this barratry. · · 

Mr. COLDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLANTON. I yield. 
Mr. COLDEN. That custom prevails throughout many 

parts of the country aside from the District of Columbia. 
Mr. BLANTON. Of course; and it ought to be stopped 

everywhere; but here we are in control. The Congress of the 
United States is in control of what goes on in the District of 
·columbia, and we are responsible for it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. BLANTON] has expired. 
Th~ pro-fomia amendment was withdrawn. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

TRAINING OF UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS AND OTHER OFFICIALS 

Salaries and expenses: For salaries and expenses incident to the 
special instruction and training of the United States at torneys and 
United States marshals, their assistants and deputies, and United 
States commissioners, including personal services, supplies, and 
equipment in the District of Columbia, traveling expenses, in
cluding expenses of attendance at meetings when specifically 
authorized by the Attorney General, $35,000. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order 
. against the paragraph beginning on page 38, line 17, ending 
on line 26, embracing the proposed appropriation of $35,000, 
because there is no law authorizing it and it is legislation 
upon an appropriation bill, unauthorized by law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. McMILLAN] on the point of order. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Chairman, this item is carried in the 
bill, I may say to the Committee, on the authority of law as 
we find it in section 317 of title V of the Code of Laws of the 
United States in force January 3, 1935, in which I find this 
language: 

The Attorney General shall exercise general superintendence and 
direction over the attorneys and marshals in the districts of the 
United States and Territories as to the manner of discharging 
their respective duties--

And so forth. We take it that, in view of the language I 
have just read, the Attorney General would have discretion 
under this substantive law to provide for these men, marshals 
and district attorneys, and what not, to be brought to Wash
ington for such a course of instruction or training as they 
may need. The purpose of this language is to make uniform 
a policy to apply to district attorneys and marshals through
out the country. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, that language in the 
statute read by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr • . 
McMILLAN] in no way embraces authority for "special in .. 
struction and training of United States attorneys and United 
States marshals, their assistants and deputies, and United 
States commissioners" and their trips to Washington. There 
is nothing in that language read by my colleague that em .. 
braces or authorizes anything like that. This is nothing in 
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the world but providing for junket trips, pure and simple, and 
such junket trips to Washington have been turned down by 
the Comptroller General in the past. I have some of the 
accounts in my office, certified to by his office, showing where 
he has turned them down because there is no authority of 
law. This $35,000 provision is an attempt to get around the 
Comptroller General of the United States. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. Does the 
gentleman from Massachusetts wish to address the Chair on 
the point of order? ' 

Mr. McCORMACK. Not necessarily on the point of order, 
but I should like to ask the gentleman from Texas to yield, if 
he will. 

Mr. BLANTON. Certainly I yield to my friend from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I just wish to make this observation: 
I · do not think the gentleman means to let it remain in the 
RECORD that these are junket trips. I think what the Attor
ney General has in mind is something which is a very desir
able objective, namely, to create uniformity throughout the 
country in the offices of the United States district attorneys. 
I know something about the objective of the Attorney General 
in this respect. It seems to me that, independent of the 
point of order, it should not be permitted to go into the 
REcoRD, without an expression of view to the contrary, that 
this is nothing but a junket trip. 

Mr. BLANTON. I will ·say to the gentleman that he has 
not given the attention to this matter that I have. I have 
gotten some of these accounts in the past from the Comp
troller General's office, because it was my duty to look into 
those things as a member of this committee. I have found 
out where they have attempted to put these junket trips 
over and they have been approved by the Department of 
Justice, but when they reached Comptroller General McCarl 
he turned them down, and they were not paid out of Gov
ernment funds. 

The CHAIRMAN <Mr. HARLAN). The Chair is ready to 
rule on the point of order. 

The question to be decided is the interpretation of the 
phrase, "special instruction and training", contained in this 
a·ppropriation bill, the question being whether that phrase 
comes under the statutory authorization to the Attorney 
General in the section referred to by the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. McMILLAN], section 317 of title 5, in 
which the Attorney General is authorized to exercise "gen
eral superintendence and direction" over the attorneys. 

This section has been on the statute books certainly for 
more than half a century. So far as the records disclose, 
up to the present time there has been no attempt to organize 
or operate a school for instructing district attorneys under 
that authorization. There is very little in the decisions in
terpreting this phrase of the statute. In the case of Fish v. 
U. S. (36 Federal Reporter, 680), however, in a decision by 
the District Court for the Eastern District of New York, the 
court, by way of obiter, spoke as follows: 

The section no doubt confers upon the Attorney General power 
to superintend any criminal prosecution instituted by the district 
attorney, and to direct the district attorney in regard to the 
method of discharging his duties in any particular prosecution in
stituted by him. But it does not, in my opinion, authorize the 
attorney general to control the action of the district attorney in 
criminal cases by general regulations. The supervision and direc
tion contemplated by section 362 must, as I think, be a particular 
instruction, given in a particular Gase, and based on the facts of 
the particular case. To hold otherwise would in many instances 
deprive the court of the aid of counsel, learned in the law, which 
is contemplated by the statute, and substitute in place of counsel 
a set of general regulations issued by the Attorney General; and 
in some cases the ends of justice would be defeated by such a prac
tice. A general regulation of the Department of Justice that all 
district attorneys should in all cases refuse to consent to any post
ponement of a trial, should never admit a fact, should always 
move for the infliction of the extreme penalty of the law, would 
hardly be upheld. The statute must have some limit; and one 
proper limitation, as it seems to me, is to require, for the validity 
of any direction by the Attorney General in criminal cases, that 
it be made in a particular case, and with reference to the duties of 
the district attorney in that particular case. 

If this decision is to be followed, there is no authority 
under present statutes for the Attorney General to operate 
a school for district attorneys. 

The point of order is sustained. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Structural and mechanical care of th~ building and grounds: 

For such expenditures as may be necessary to enable the Architect 
of the Capitol to carry out the duties imposed upon him by the 
act approved May 7, 1934 (48 Stat. 668) , including improvements, 
maintenance, repairs, equipment, supplies, materials, and ap
purtenances, and perronal and other services, and for snow re
moval by hire of men and equipment or under contract without 
compliance with sections 3709 and 3744 of the Revised Statutes 
(U. S. o., title 41, sees. 5 and 16), $55,000. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, l move to strike out 
the last two words. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to reply, briefly, to the remarks of 
my distinguished friend, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BLANTON], and what I say is not in any sense controversial. 
The gentleman properly, within his rights, raised a point 
of order. I want, nevertheless, to express my personal 
opinion with reference to Attorney General Cummings, and 
what he has in mind in connection with affording oppor
tunity to United States attorneys throughout the country, 
from time to time, to collaborate. 

The Attorney General has been doing a very remarkable 
job. He has confined himself to the conduct of his own 
Department and has administered it and performed his 
duties in a very able and commendable manner. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. McCORMACK. Certainly. 
Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman is no better friend of the 

Attorney General of the United States than I am, and I · 
would defend him as quickly as would the gentleman if he 
were under fire, but he is not under fire: Nothing was at 
issue except a $35,000 legislative provision on an appropria
tion bill, and it is the duty of Congress to keep legislative 
items out of appropriation bills. I was merely doing my 
duty in upholding the rules of the House in keeping this 
improper legislative item out of the bill. 

Mr. McCORMACK. As I have stated, Mr. Chairman, the 
gentleman from Texas was acting within his rights, so there 
cannot be any misunderstanding either directly or indirectly . 
that I was undertaking to criticize the gentleman. I do want, 
however, to incorporate in the RECORD my personal view that 
had this item not been stricken from the bill on a point of 
order it was not the intention of the Attorney General to 
permit the money to be used for junketing purposes. In this 
respect the gentleman from Texas and I may honestly di:ffer, 
and I am not going to make any remarks which could be 
construed as a criticism of the opinion he entertains. It is 
my intention to express my own opinion. It is my view that 
had this item remained in the bill, or if this item is restored 
in the Senate-and I hope it will be-the Attorney General 
will not permit it to be used for junketing purposes. Attor
ney General Cummings has commended himself, as my friend 
from Texas agrees, to all of us, irrespective of party, as a 
Cabinet officer who is trying to perform the duties of his own 
Department; and in his effort to perform his duties, which 
he is doing ably, has confined himself to his own Department, 
realizing that he has enough work to do in conducting the 
affairs of the great Department of Justice. If this item is 
restored in the Senate by way of amendment-which I hope 
will happen, and I hope the item will be increased to $50,000, 
which the Attorney General asked in the first place-the 
Attorney General will not permit the money to be used for 
any junketing purpose. Attorney General Cummings is one 
of the ablest and most conscientious men in the public serv
ice of today. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 

pro-forma amendment. 
Mr. Chairman, in view of the statement of the gentleman 

from Massachusetts indicating that an effort is to be made 
to secure the reinsertion of this item in the Senate, I desire 
to outline briefly the reasons which prompted me as a member 
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of the subcommittee to oppose the insertion of this item · fu 
the bill as reported from the committee. · 

Those reasons had nothing to do with the Attorney Gen
eral nor with the question of whether or not if the appro
priation was made he would spend the money honestly and 
for the best interest of his Department. I think anyone 
who is acquainted with the Attorney General and his record 
of service will cheerfully give him credi~ for the best of in
tentions to use the utmost good faith in connection with the 
expenditure of the appropriation, if made. But my objec
tion to the proposed appropriation is that these district at
torneys have been selected presumably because of their emi
nence in their profession for the positions which they occupy, 
and it is to be assumed that men selected in this manner for 
positions of this high type are fully qualified to discharge 
the duties of these positions. There is an element of the 
ridiculous in suggesting that money should be appropriated 
from the Treasury of the United States to afford these men 
training and instruction. It is not only possible but prob
able if this procedure should be started in the Department 
of Justice that it would rapidly spread to other departments 
of the Government. In our committee the suggestion was 
made by one of the members that a similar training school 
be established for employees of the Bureau of Internal 
Revenue. -

Mr. MICHENER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TARVER. I yield to the gentleman from Michigan. 
Mr. MICHENER. Since it seems to be the policy of the 

present administration not to apply the civil service, and 
they are making these political appointments all the time, 
might it not be well to set up some school of instruction so 
that these people who are appointed may be able to properly 
function? 

Mr. TARVER. In reply to the gentleman may I say I do 
not know that the policy as to civil service has been sub
stantially changed under this administration from that 
followed heretofore. In my judgment, in the main it has 
not. 

But without regard to that question I think it highly in
advisable to begin in one department of the Government a 
practice which we ought not consider spreading to all de
partments of the Government to afford training and in
struction at public expense to employees or appointees who 
are presumably selected because they are well qualified in an 
effort to have them become qualified to discharge the duties 
for which they were selected. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TARVER. I yield to the gentleman from Texas. 
Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 

MicHENER] knows that during 50 years of Republican ad
ministration there never has been one Federal United States 
district attorney appointed through the civil service. That 
is all bunk. 

Mr. ·RANKIN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TARVER. I yield to the gentleman from Mississippi. 
Mr. RANKIN. May I say to the gentleman from Michi-

gan that if there ever were any who needed to go to school 
it was the district attorneys appointed in the South by the 
Republican administration for the last 15 years. Of course, 
it is too late for them, because they will probably never get 
back in office. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. ZIONCHECK. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 

last two words. 
Mr. Chairman, I rise at this time to ask my good friend 

from Texas whether he has read on the editorial page of 
this morning's Post an article entitled "Blanton! Why?" 
and then "Hell to the Dictator!"? 

Mr. BLANTON. The Post and its writer, Karl Schrift
giesser, are Russian Communist gympathizers, with just 
about the same kind of gympathetic ideas for communism 
that the gentleman entertains. 

Mr. ZIONCHECK. Will the gentleman from Texas answer 
the question whether he would prefer a "red rider" to a night 
rider in Washington? 

Mr. BLANTON. I would rather have night riders here 
and in the State of Washington than "red riders", if the 
"red riders" were "reds." 

Mr. ZIONCHECK. Why does not the gentleman answer 
the question? 

Mr. BLANTON. The Post and its editor, Karl Schrift
glesser, know that I have never belonged to the Ku Klux 
Klan and that in the zenith of its power one of its high 
kleagles ran against me for Congress, and I carried every 
county in my district against him by a big majority. 

r. BACON. Mr. Chairman, a point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman~ state it. 
Mr. BACON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order the 

discussion has nothing to do with the pending bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

SALARIES OF JUDGES 

Salaries of judges: For 42 circuit judges; 157 district judges 
(including 2 in the Territory of Hawati, lin the Territory of Puerto 
Rico, 4 in the Territory of Alaska., and 1 in the Virgin Islands) ; 
and judges retired under section 260 of the Judicial Code, as 
amended, and section 518 of the Tariff Act of 1930, $2,295,000: 
Provided, That this appropriation shall be available for the salaries 
of all United States justices and circuit and district judges lawfully 
entitled thereto, whether active or retired. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. CoCHRAN: On page 40, line 11, after 

the word "retired", strike out the period and the colon and add 
the following: "Provided, That .in the event of the death or re. 
tirement of a district judge where a. successor cannot be named by 
the President under existing law the President shall have the power 
to fill the vacancy for a period not exceeding 1 year." 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order 
against the amendment. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I realize the amendment 
is subject to a point of order and its constitutionality can also 
be questioned. My purpose in offering the amendment is to 
get a situation before the House. 

There is a situation existing in various judicial districts of 
the country, including my own district, where the Congress 
has provided an additional Federal judge and there is a pro
vision in the law which prevents the President from making 
an appointment in case of the death or retirement of the 
present incumbent. Those laws were passed to meet a situ
ation that grew up after the enactment of the eighteenth 
amendment. Since the eighteenth amendment has been 
repealed, various amendments to the Bankruptcy Act have 
been adopted and many new laws have been placed upon 
the statute books by the Congress. We have doubled the 
work of the Federal judges. 

Mr. Chairman, St. Louis is a great railroad center, and we 
have in our courts a number of railroad receiverships. We 
have but two judges. One of the judges is what is known as a 
temporary judge. Of course, everyone hopes that this judge 
will live for a long period of time, but we cannot predict 
what might happen. If that judge should pass away during 
the time that the Congress is not in session there would be a 
situation created that I am unable to describe. It would be 
physically impossible for one judge to handle the business 
before the court. 

The conference of circuit judges has recommended that 
this vacancy, along with many others in the country, be made 
permanent. The conference of circuit judges has also recom
mended additional judges. I am not speaking now of the 
appointment of additional judges, although the recommenda
tion of the conference of circuit judges provides for two 
additional judges in my own State. What I want to see now 
is the Congress give the President power to fill the tempo
rary places in the event of death or retirement, so that there 
will not exist a congested docket in a locality where the judge 
is liable to pass away or is forced to retire. We should pro
vide to meet a situation that might exist in your district or 
in my district. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. COCHRAN. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee. 
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Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. I think there is a great deal 

of merit in the gentleman's amendment, and I hope that a 
point of order will not be urged against it. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. We have a similar situation in 

the middle district of Tennessee, and in the event of the death 
of the present judge it would be a calamity if the vacancy 
could not be filled. 

Mr. :MICHENER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. COCHRAN. I yield. 
Mr. :MICHENER. I beg the gentleman's pardon, but I 

could not hear just what his amendment provides. 
Mr. COCHRAN. It is a pro-forma amendment granting 

the President power to appoint, for 1 year only, a successor 
to a judge who is now holding a judgeship which expires 
upon the death of the present judge. This would give the 
Congress an opportunity to decide whether or not the judge
ship should be made permanent. 

Mr. :MICHENER. Has the matter been referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary? 

Mr. COCHRAN. It has not. It is a matter that came to 
my mind just at the moment. My real purpose is to call at
tention to an existing condition. 

Mr. MICHENER. The gentleman is a ~plendid legislator 
and I have been able to follow him very often, because he is 
sound on these matters, but I am sme he would not for one 
moment want an amendment of this kind adopted here unless 
it was submitted at least to the Attorney General and the 
judicial council and had a proper background. -

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 

that the gentleman from Missouri may have 5 additional 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. COCHRAN. I would not except for the fact that, as 

the gentleman knows, there are pending before his commit
tee a large number of bills providing for additional judges 
and also to make the temporary judgeships permanent. The 
gentleman knows as well as I do that we are not going to 
get action on a great majority of these bills at this session 
of the Congress. The gentleman can readily understand in a 
great city like St. Louis, which has only two judges, with the 
many railroads there and with the railroad receiverships tak
ing up the time of one judge, what would happen if we only 
had one Federal judge. 

I am not asking for an additional judge now. I repeat that 
the conference of circuit judges has recommended that these 
judgeships be made permanent, and in addition, that two 
additional judges be appointed for Missouri, as well as new 
judges for other sections of the country. 

Mr. MICHENER. I am sme the gentleman would not want 
to establish the policy or the precedent of creating Federal 
judgeships on the floor of the House on the spur of the mo
ment without any further consideration. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I may say to the gentleman that he well 
knows what my purpose is in offering such an amendment. 
We have a wonderful man presiding in St. Louis, who is a 
Republican, and politics does not enter into this matter. I 
am not going to have anything to do with the appointments 
if there should be a vacancy. I found that out when a va
cancy occurred sometime ago. I am simply trying to meet a 
situation that might arise, so that we can carry on in a proper 
way in the event that one of the judges holding a temporary 
appointment should pass away. I am sure the gentleman 
would not want such a situation to occm in his own district. 

Mr. MICHENER. Might we not apply that same reason
ing where there are other temporary judgeships? 

Mr. COCHRAN. The amendment does not apply alone to 
my district, but applies all over the United States and covers 
all the temporary judgeships. 

Mr. MICHENER. Does it cover the Philippines? 
Mr. HANCOCK of New York. Mr. Chairman, will the gen

tleman yield? 

Mr. COCHRAN. I yield to the gentleman from New York, 
a member of the Judiciary Committee, where the bills I refer 
to are pending. 

Mr. HANCOCK of New York. I can assure the gentleman 
that if he will introduce a bill to accomplish the purpose he 
now has in mind the Committee on the Judiciary will give it 
its usual prompt and courteous attention. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I appreciate that. I have introduced a 
bill for my own district. 

Mr. HANCOCK of New York. I do not believe this is the 
proper time to legislate, because the Conunittee on the Judi
ciary should have an opportunity to study this question, and 
therefore I shall be constrained to raise a point of order 
against the amendment. 

Mr. COCHRAN. A point of order has already been raised 
and the point is being reserved. I am going to be required to 
concede the amendment is subject to a point of order. 

I am going to ask the gentleman to kindly give very serious 
consideration to my bill that has been sleeping in committee 
a long -time to make the temporary judgeship in my city 
permanent. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. COCHRAN. I yield. 
Mr. CARTER. If the gentleman will consult article m of 

the Constitution, he will find his amendment is in conflict 
with the Constitution of the United Sta.tes, which provides 
that both the judges of the Supreme Court and the inferior 
courts shall hold office during good bet.avior. As I under
stand the amendment, the gentleman is attempting to limit 
the term to 1 year. Therefore, before that could be done, an 
amendment to the Constitution would be necessary. 

Mr. COCHRAN. The gentleman, as usual, is undoubtedly 
correct. I have, however, had the opportunity to call to the 
attention of the committee the necessity of enacting legisla
tion at this session that wii. give the President the power to 
appoint successors to those now serving as temporary judges, 
so-called, in the event of a vacancy caused by death or forced 
retirement. Surely we cannot let this condition exist perma
nently or wait until the vacancy occms. As I said before, I 
have accomplished my purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. A point of order has been reserved 
against the amendment. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Chairman, may I say in reply to the 

gentleman from Missouri that I think there is a great deal of 
merit in his argument, but, Mr. Chairman, the amendment is 
clearly legislation attempted to be placed in an appropriatbn 
bill, and as our friend the gentleman from California has 
pointed out, I think it is in direct conflict with the Constitu· 
tion, and for this reason, Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order against the amendment. 

Mr: COCHRAN. I am compelled to agree with the 
gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Establishment of air-navigation facUities: For the establishment 

of aids to air navigation, including the equipment of additional 
air-mail routes for day and night flying; the construction of neces
sary lighting, radio, and other signaling and communicating struc
tures and apparatus; investigation, research, and experimentation 
to develop and improve aids to air navigation; aircraft, aircraft 
power plants, and accessories; for personal services in the field; 
purchase of motor-propelled passenger-carrying vehicles for o:!ficial 
use in field work, including their exchange; replacement, including 
exchange, of not to exceed two airplanes for service use and two 
for experimental purposes; special clothing, wearing apparel, and 
suitable equipment for aviation purposes; and for the acquisition 
of the necessary sites by lease or grant, $792,920: Provided, That 
no part of this appropriation shall be used for any purpose not 
authorized by the Air Commerce Act of 1926, as amended. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 60, line 3, strike out "$792,920" and insert 1n. lieu 

thereof "$942,920, of which not to exceed $150,000 shall be avail
able immediately." 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
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The Clerk read as foDows: 
Aircraft in -eommerce : To carry out the provisions of the s.ct 

approved May 20, 1926, entitled "An act to encourage and regu
late the use of aircraft in commer-ce. and for oth-er purposes", as 
amended by the act approved Febru.ary 28, 1929, and the acts ap
proved June 19 and 20, 1934 (U. S. C., title 49, sees. 171-184), 
including personal services in the field; rent in the District ot 
Columbia and elsewhere; traveling expenses; contract stenographic 
reporting services; fees and mileage of witnesses; purchase of fur
niture and equipment; stationery and supplies, including medical 
supplies, typewriting, adding, and computing machines, acces
sories, and repairs; replacement, including exchange (not to ex
ceed $2,000), maintenance, operation, and repair of motor-pro
pelled passenger-carrying vehicles for official use 1n field work; 
replacement, including exchange, of airplanes (not to exceed 
$16,500); purchase o! airplane motors, alrplane and motor acces
sories, and spare parts; maintenance, operation, and repair cl air
planes and airplane motors; purchase of special clothing, wear1ng 
apparel, and simlla.r equipment for aviation purposes; purchase 
of books of reference and periodicals; newspapers, reports, docu
ments, plans, .specifications, maps. manuscripts, and all other pub
ll<:ations; and all other necessary expenses not .included ln the 
foregoing; in all, $558,000. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Chairman. I offer the , following 
committee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: ,"" 
On page 61, line 10, strike out "$558,000" and insert 1n lieu 

thereof "$733,000, o! which not to exceed ~175,000 shall be avail
able immediately.~· 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strik~ out the 
last word for the purpose of having mserted at this point 
an extract from the minutes of the Board of SUpervising 
Inspectors, Bureau of Navigation and Steamboat Inspection, 
of the annual mreting of January 1936. I should have bad 
this inserted when we were reading the appropriation for 
the Bureau of Navigation and Steamboat Inspection Service. 
At that meeting a resolution was passed appropriate for 
the RECORD~ and I ask unanimous consent to extend my re
marks in the RECORD at this point by the insertion of this 
resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The matter referred to is as follows: 

RECOMMENDATIONS FOB LEGISLATIOJif 

{Extr&et from the minutes of the Board of Supervising Inspectors, 
Bureau of Navigation and steamboat Inspectw~ a.nnual meeting 
of January 1936] 

WASHINGTON~ D. 0., Ja.nua.T1J 21, 1936. 
Mr. William Fisher, supervising inspector of th~ first district, 

offered the following resolution: 
"Resolution 38'76 

"Whereas the Board of Supervising Inspectors of the Bureau of 
Navigation and Steamboat Inspection of the Department of Com
merce. now in session at Washington, a G., is impressed with the 
fact that many of the local United States mspection officers in 
the field are behind ln their work due to lack of personnel; and 

"Whereas the prlme function of the Burea.u 1s .sa!eguard:iDg of 
life and property a.t sea; a.nd 

BUREAU oF '!'HE CENSUS "Whereas this function cannot and is not properly being fultUled. 
For tJle expenses 1or securing information for and eomp1llng the on account of inadequate and underpaid personnel: Now, be it 

census reports provided for by law, includlng perlionalliervices 1n therefore 
the District of Columbia and elsewhere; compensation and ex- "Resolved, That the Director of the Bureau be requ-esred to take 
penses of enumerators, special agents, supervisors, superviSor's further and vigorous steps to remedy the very -serious condition 
clerks, and 1nterpreters in the ·District of Columbia .a.nd elsewhere; that now prevails in the entire inspection service in the hope that 
traveling expenses; the cost of transcribing state, municipal, and , some constructive and intelll-gent measures may ~ accomplished 
other records· temporary rental of quarters outside the District of before any more major disasters occur on Am.encan-flag ships; 
Columbia; n~t to exceed $2,500 for the employment by contract and be it further 
of personal services for the preparation of monographs on eensu.s "Resolved, That the Congress of the United States be requested 
subjects; not to exceed $54,000 for <:ODStructing tabulating ma.- to appropriate funds to provide for additional inspectors and office 
chines and repairs to such machinery and other mechanical ap- employees, to provide for traveling expenses of the personnel of the 
pllances, including technical, mechanical, and other personal serv- Eerviee, to provide for means for reducing long and onerous hours 
lees in conn-ection therewith in the District of Columbia and else- of work among its employees, and otherwise enable the members 
where. and the purchase of necessary machinery and supplies; -and of this service- to carry out the mandate of the sa.f~ty-at-sea laws 
not to exceed $1,000 for e.xpenses of attendance at meetings can- 'Which they are sworn to execute.•• 
cemed with the collection of statistics when incurred on the .In support or the forego.blg resolution ~ submit the following 
written authority of the Secretary of Commerce; .1,900,500, of <lata which merely lndi<:ate the deplorable conditions that exist.: 
which amount not to exceed $1,450,000 may be expended for There Js a very serious shortage of Inspectors necessary to con
personal services in the District of Columbia., including not to duct the various inspections of vessels required by the statutes and 
exceed $51,000 for temporary employees who may be appointed by the rules &nd regulations enacted to .e1Iectuate these statutes. 
the Director of the Census under civil-service rules, at per...(i1em .In addition to our 1nab1llty to perform the inspections provided 
Tates to be fixed by .h1m without regard to the provisions of th-e .!or by the statutes. we are unable to make intermediate inspections 
Classification Act of 1923, as amended, for the purpose of assisting o! freight vessels_, both steam and motor, at intervals frequent 
ln periodical inquiries, and not to exceed t35.000 shall be expended enough to 1n.sure th~t they -are seaworthy in every respect. We 
for printing accmnulated census data. are also unable to make special examinations of the li1esavtng and 

Mr. McMTTJ.AN_ "11 ...... Chairman l o.,.,er the followm' g 1irefighting equipment, eo.ndUet frequent fire and boa.t drills on all 
-- - • ~ -"""-~--~_...,_..... .u. classes of vessels, conduct better examination of able seamen and 

amendment. ~ ll!eboa.t men 1n order to raise the standard of these Important 
The Clerk read as follows: members o! the <:rew. 

Excursion steamers ca.:ry mrge numbers of passengers -and we 
Page 70, after line 18. insert a new paragraph. as follows: 
"Census of agriculture: For an additional a.mounii for sa..tartes 

and necessary expenses of the Census Bureau for compiling and 
publishing the census of agriculture 'Of the United sta..tes for 
1935, including the same objects specified under this head in the 
Department of Commerce Appropriation Act of 1936, $200,000, to 
be available immediately, and to rema.tn available until December 
31, 1936.u 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Chairman, the field work 1n~ident 
to the agricultural census has been completed and all of the 
data has been compiled. It now "develops, however, that all 
the data and memoranda connected with that census work 
are not available, lacking sufficient funds to provide 'for 
the printing of the accumulated material. The census of 
agriculture for 1935 is very important at this time, partic
ularly on accmmt of the Soil Erosion Act which was _just 
passed, and for that reason a supplemental estimate was 
sent down by the President and the committee has approved 
of it in the same amount as submitted, namely, $200,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the committee 
amendment. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Retired pay: For retired pay of officers and employees engaged 

in the field service or on vessels of the Lighthouse Service, except 
persons continuouslf employed ln dlsirtct o1llees &nd shops, 
~620,000. 

should make more frequent inspections ~han is now possible with 
our present .force of .inspectors and conduct fire .and boat drills at 
short intervals. 

As many of the distrtcts do not have assistant 'lnspectors., the 
local inspectors must leave their omce to make tnspecttons and 
perform other work at .some distant place. There .are instances 
when they have been absent as long as a month. du.rlng which time 
other work has been Ireglected. It was during on-e of fiUch absences 
of the local board on routine duties ln lts district that the Dim 
disaster of 1.935 ocC1.11'red. It was impossible to <:Gnta.ct the loea.l 
inspectors for 2 days following word o! the disaster in Washington, 
and during the t1m.e that they were necessarily 'Bbsent from their 
<>mce on account of this disaster no means of contact between the 
Bureau and this d.istrlct was possible. The demorallzing -effect 
upon the wcrk of the Bureau is obvious. 

Many drydock examinations of the underwater body of vessels 
cannot be made -and many vessels a.re not Tisited more than 'Once 
a year. . 

The Serviee conducts investigations of &11 marlne accidents and 
holds tria.ls of licensed officers charged with responsibility for such 
accidents. The proceedings are comparable to trials in United 
States courts. Manifestly matters of .such judicial ch.a.r.acter should 
be given careful thought, consiueration, and. study before a deel
aion .1s rendered.. and unless the inSpectors charged with these 
duties are relieved of other routine matters, either 1n the function
ing of their offices ()r of inspection duties wlthln thelr districts, 
they are seriously hampered in rendeting just, equitable. and 
proper decisions. 

There is attached hereto a record of the inspections and other 
routine work whleh th~ locs.l inspectors in one -dtstrlet were unable 
to perform during the calendar year 1935. This record indicates a 
~d.ition throughout the Service; it does not include a. record o! 
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the inabllity to perform many other duties, such as examination 
of repairs to vessels, vessels under construction, etc. 

Which resolution was adopted. 
Attest: 

Approved February 18, 1936: 
DANIEL C. RoPER, 

J. B. WEAVER, 
Director, President of the Board.. 

Secretary of Commerce. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Propagation of food fishes: For maintenance, repair, alteration. 

improvement, equipment and operation of fish-cultural stations, 
general propagation of food fishes and their distribution. includlng 
movement, maintenance, and repairs of cars, purchase of equip
ment (including rubber boots and oilskins) and apparatus, con
tingent expenses, pay of permanent employees not to exceed $387,-
030, temporary labor, and not to exceed $10,000 for propagation and 
distribution of fresh-water mussels and the necessary expenses con
nected therewith, and not to exceed $10,000 for the purchase, col
lection, and transportation of specimens and other expenses mel
dental to the maintenance and operation of aquarium, of which 
not to exceed $5,000 may be expended for personal services in the 
District of Columbia, $664,000. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment o1fered by Mr. McMILLAN: Page 86, line 5, strike out 

"$664,000" and insert "$667,000." 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Chairman, this is an item of only 
$3,000 to provide for a temporary shad hatchery along the 
south Atlantic coast. The committee recognizes the value of 
the Bureau of Fisheries, and at this time I desire to com
mend that Bureau for its very :fine work in the propagation 
and protection of our food fishes. The shad, of course, is a 
very fine food fish, but it is only for certain periods of. the 
year that the shad run in certain of our waters. Very little 
is known of their migratory habits. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
. Mr. McMILLAN. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. I am very glad that the chairman of the 
committee has offered this amendment. I think it is well 
worth while. I think for a small expenditure of $3,000 great 
benefit will result. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I am very grateful to my colleague for 
his statement. The shad run only during certain seasons of 
the year. For that reason it is impossible to maintain what 
we would call a permanent hatchery. It must be temporary 
in character, and we feel that $3,000 will take care of such a 
hatchery for a temporary period. 

The CHAmMAN. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman ~-:om South Carolina. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Not to exceed $750 of the appropriations herein made for the 

Bureau of Fisheries shall be available for expenses of attendance 
at meetings concerned with the work of said Bureau when incurred 
on the written authority of the Secretary of Commerce, and not to 
exceed $500 shall be available for the rental of suitable quarters 
in the District of Columbia for laboratory and storage purposes. 

Mr. COLE of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. I do this for the purpose of asking the 
chairman of the subcommittee a question on the elimination 
of an item for the enforcement of the black-bass law. On 
page 31 of the committee report, with reference to an item 
of $15,000 carried in the appropriation bill of last year, and 
I think for several years prior to that, to enforce the black
bass law, the committee says: 

With regard to this last decrease it may be said that the com
mittee remains unconvinced of the reason or wisdom in maintain
ing a separate investigative force of two persons engaging them
selves in enforc1ng a law that should be administered and enforced 
in the same manner as other penal statutes of the Federal 
Government. 

That, of course, refers to the elimination by the committee 
of the $15,000 item. In view of the fact that this bill does not 
carry the usual $15,000, I am wondering if the enforcement 
of the black-bass law, under which such splendid work has 
been done, will be retarded in any way because of lack of 
funds in the possession of some other department of the 
Government. 

Mr. McMILLAN. This enforcement, if continued, will be 
carried on under the Department of Justice or the Biological 
Survey of the Interior Department. The committee feels that 
the Bureau of Fisheries is not an investigative or an enforc
ing agent of the Government, and, while the item has been 
carried and has been undertaken to be enforced by the Bu
reau of Fisheries, we think it is not the proper place for this 
item to be carried. 

Mr. COLE of Maryland. Is that the attitude of the Bureau 
of Fisheries? Does that Bureau so recommend? 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Bureau of Fisheries estimated this 
item for the Budget, and the Budget in turn estimated it 
down to Congress, but the committee feels, in view of the 
statement I have just made, that tr.e item should not be 
carried in this bill, but should be left to a proper Iaw-en
forciLg agency of the Government to handle. 

Mr. COLE of Maryland. I understand the gentleman's 
position. Realizing the futility of having an amendment 
pass to restore at this time the amount in question, I hope, 
if the item is not restored in the Senate, that the Committee 
on Appropriations will see to it that the Department of Jus
tice or such other department as may be responsible for the 
enforcement of the black-bass law will have ample funds to 
enforce it. It is certainly not consistent to have a law such 
as the Black Bass Act, now being enforced by Bureau of 
Fisheries, and which this committee feels should be enforced, 
to not have sufficient funds with whichever department of 
the Government might be in charge of its enforcement, to 
continue uninterruptedly the present efficient enforcement of 
the law. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I shall be very glad to call that matter 
to the attention of the Department of Justice. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes . 
Mr. MITCHELL of Tennessee. Under the present program 

of reforestation and also through public works, a great many 
artificial lakes are being constructed. 

Has the gentleman's committee taken into consideration 
any provision for stocking these newly created waterways? 

Mr. McMILLAN. I am glad the gentleman called this 
matter to my attention. The Bureau of Fisheries has for 
the past year or more been working in cooperation with the 
Forestry Service and other branches of the Government with 
relation to setting up a definite program to take care of our 
food fish and game fish in the various forest reserves and 
parks that are now under way through emergency funds. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Tennessee. Referring especially to my 
own State of Tennessee, you have in contemplation making 
available through the hatcheries a sufficient amount to 
stock Norris Dam, as an illustration? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes. I may say the committee has 
added additional funds this year in order that our hatch
eries may produce greater quantities of fish for this very 
purpose. I may say that the output from our hatcheries 
last year was ap!;>roximatley 1,000,000,000 eggs more than 
the previous year. · 

Mr. MITCHELL of Tennessee. I want to commend the 
committee for its consideration. One other question about 
the Tennessee situation. There is a hatchery at Flintville, 
known as Warren Hollow. I presume, of course, that is pro
vided for in this bill? 

Mr. McMilLAN. Yes; it is. 
Mr. MAY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. McMILLAN. I yield. 
Mr. MAY. I was wondering if some of the mountain 

streams in the State of Kentucky might participate in some 
of this fish activity, if the gentleman happens to know 
where Kentucky is? [Laughter.] 

Mr. McMILLAN. My time has expired, but I think Ken
tucky is taken care of. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
UNITED STATES SHIPPING BOARD BUREAU 

Salaries and expenses: To carry out the provisions of the Ship
ping Act, 1916, as amended, the Merchant Marine Acts of 1920 and 
1928, as amended, the Intercoa:-... <> 1 :::::uppin3 Act, 1933 (U. S. C., 
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ti""fle 46, sees. '741-'190~ 801-848, 861-889. 891--sf)lx. 9U--D84). ·.and Appropriations far carrying out the provisions ot the 
Executive Order No. 6166 (June 10, 1933). Including the com.pensa- amended Bacon-Davis Act {act uf Aug. '30, 1935., Public~ No. 
tion of attorneys, offi.cers, naval architects, special experts, ex- 403, 74th ConoQ".) are contained under the general '"'~~ ... H-g 
aminers, and clerks, one technical expert 1n connection with con- ~ 
structlon loan fund, and other employees 1n the District ot Colum- "Office of the Secretary" in H. R. 12098 (p. 97, et seq.). The 
bia and elsewhere; and for other expenses of the Bureau, inclucUng new aet has placed a heavy burden on the Department. In 
the rental of quarters outside the Distr1ct o! Columbia, travel- th I t f th t· f th · · 1 · 1 
ing expenses of employees of the Bureau while upon offi.ctal business · e as year 0 e opera 10n o e ongma Bacon-DaVlS aw 
away from their designated posts at duty, including not to exceed 21 cases were received; at th~ end of th~ first 5 months 
$300 for attendance at meetings or conventions of members of any under the amended statute, approximately 900 requests for, 
society or association., the purpose of which is of ln.terest to the predetermination, or an average of 169 per month, hav6 
development and maintenance of an American merchant ma.rlne, been made. 
when incurred on the written authority of the Secretary -of Qom-
merce. and for the employment by contract of expert stenographic For the current fiscal year the W.ork.s Progress Adminis
reporters for its otliclaJ. reporting work, $249,000, of which amount tration allotted $100.000 to ~ Secretary of Labor to carry 
not to exceed $243.000 may b~ expended for personal ser-vices in on thi-s work. nus amount was for a 10-month period 
the District of Columbia: Provided, That no part a! this approprta- ' . . .• 
tion shall be used to pay any salary at a rate 1n excess ot $8,000 .smce the act went mto effect on September 3l), lj}35. FrOil;l 
per annum, except th-at thts 11-nitation shall not -apply to the 1158.hlry the experience of th~ first 5 months th~ Acting Solicitor of 
of the Director of the Bureau: Provided, That the annual estimates Labor estimated that $124,343 W{)uld be needed for the next 
of the Shipping Board Bureau for the .fiscal year 1938 shall be .fiscal year This figure was cut by the Bureau of the Budget 
accompanied by a statement showing the number and eompensation • . 
of employees ot the Heet Corporation assigned to that Bureau-: to $94.000, $6,000 less than that .allowed for the first 10-
ProvilUd (urther. That -employees of the Merchant Fleet Corpora.- month period. A detailed statement on the administrative 
tion assigned to and serving with the Shipping Board Bureau whose ~xpenses (hearings before Suboommittee House Committee 
compensation is within the range of salary prescribed tor the appro- on Appropriations p 'l tf..) pictures · graphically the · ,n•· 
prtate grad-e to which the position 'has been allooa.ted :ander the • · unp-Y.L-
Class.ificatlon Act of 1923. as amended, shall not be subject to tance of the work to the entire Federal construction pro .. 
redu-ction 1n salary by reason of their transfer during the .tlscaJ. gram. To prevent the blocking of the program in the De-
year 1937 to the pay roll of the Bureau. partment of Labor it is imperativ~ that funds !or adequate 

Mr. McMILLAN . .Mr. Chai:rnmn, I offer an amendment. personnel be provided. 
The Clerk read as follows~ The House Appropriations Committee had sharply reduced 

that"of the Bureau ot the Budget. It has eliminated entirely 
Oommittee amendment offered by Mr. McMn.LAN: On page 92, 

line 24, after the w<>rd "Provided/', 1nsel't the -word -«•turtMr." items for continued expenses $13,940, and for traveling ex-
penses $11,000. These reductiom; would jeopardize the future 
of the prevailing-wage law. The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Salaries: Secretary of Labor. Asslstant Secretary, Second Assist

ant Secretary • .and <>ther personal services in the Distriet of Colum
bia, $300,000: Provided, That persons (not exceed.ing 10 in number) 
now employed in the determination of wages pursuant to the pro
visions of the act entitled "An act to amend the Rct approved 
.March 3, 1.931. relating to the rate 0! wages far laborers and me
chanics employed by contractors and subcontractors on public 
buildings", approved August 30, 1935, may be continued 1n such 
employment and paid from the amount heretn appropriated without 
regard to the provisions of the civil-service laws requiring com
petitive examinations: Provided further, That sald per.sonnel (ex
cept attorneys and referees) shall be required to take non.assembled 
examinations. 

Mr. l\1cMILLAN~ Mr. Chairman. I offer a committee 
am~ndm~nt. 

The Clerk .read as follows: 
Committee amendment offered by Mr. McMILLAN! On page '97, 

line 5, strike out '':$300,000" and Insert •'$330,000." 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Chairman, 1 may say this is the 
first of a series of three amendments that 1 shall o!Ier in 
connection with this item. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Chairman. I move to strike out the 
last word. 

Mr. Chairman, having for a great many years, in the 
State legislature and here, been interested in the prevailing
rate-of-wage law. when the matter was brought to my at
tention that the appropriation had been reduced for the 
enforcement of that law, which is -commGnly known as the 
Davis-Bacon Act, ~ took up the matter with the committee. 
The reduction seemed to me quite extreme4 Today 1 under
stand the committee ls restoring an additional $5.2,000, under 
three items, to improve the facilities of the Department of 
Labor to enforce the provisions o! this act. 

I want to thank the committee. I know we a;re .all inter
ested in the enforcement of this particular law to see to it 
that the employees on Government contracts receive sub
santially the prevailing rate of wage paid other employees 
in the locality and in the industry. 

This appropriation bill, H. R. 12098, as reported out by the 
House Appropriations Committee (Rept. No. 2286~ dated 
Mar. 31, 1936), cut the allowance for the administration of 
the amended Bacon-Davis Prevailing Wage Act to one-third 
of the Bureau of the Budget's estimate. This estimate itself 
was a reduction of more than .$3.0,000 from the request of the 
Secretary of Labor for tbis purpose. A new and important 
regulatory statute would thus be virtually crippled before it 
has been in operation a year. 

It is gratifying that the Commitee on Appropria~ons has 
reconsidered the matter and increased the appropriations b:V: 
$52,000. 

Mr. CONNERY. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
pro-fonna amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I simply rise at this time to -congratulate 
th~ chairman ot the subcommittee on his excellent judg
ment and fine appreciation of what was necessary in this 
appropriation, by the am~ndments which he is offering to 
protect labor in this bill. The Walsh bill, which passed the 
Senate and then came out of our Committee on Labor -and 
pass~d the House at the last session, provid-ed that these 
eontractors must pay the prevailing rates of wage. That 
is one of the most important bills, a-s far as labor is -ccm
cerned, which has ever passed this Congress. If the chairman 
of the subcommittee had oot put baek this appropriation to 
the Budget estimates, it woulti have serious1y hampered the 
Department of Labor in its ~nfor-c~ment of this law. 

I understand from the chairman of the subcommittee tMr. 
McMILLAN] that two other amendments will be o1fexed . also, 
which will take ·eare of <>ther matter-s connected with the 
labor situation. 

Mr. :McMTTJ.AN. The other two amenmnents have t-o do 
with the administration of the Bacon-Da\'ls Act. Those two 
amendments will be offered as they are reached in the bill. 

Mr. CONNERY. I want again to congratulare th~ chair
man and say those are amendments which I had intended 
w otfer, but I am glad they have been offered by a bette",r 
man, th-e gentleman !rom South Carolina {Mr. McMILLAN]" 
[Laughter and applause.) 

Mr • . MORITZ. Mr. Chairman, will the g~ntleman yield? -
Mr. CONNERY.. I yield. 
Mr. MORITZ. I want to can to the -attention of the gen

tleman, who is chairman of the Committee on Labor, that 
.at the Federal post-office building m Pittsburgh there was 
a contract let for painting at W cents an hour, which was 
less than the prevailing rate of wage. 

Mr. CONNERY. If the gentleman will send me a brief on 
that, I shall be glad to take it up with the Department. 

Mr. MORITZ. I called the matter to the attention Qf the 
officials at Pittsburgh, and they said they had nothing to 
do with it, because the oontract was sign-ed here in the city 
-of Washington. 

Mr. CONNERY. I shall be -glad to take that up with the 
Department of Labor, if the gentleman will give m~ a 
memorandum on the subject. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question . is on the committee 
amendment. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Contingent expenses: For contingent and miscellaneous expenses 

of the offices and bureaus of the Department, for which appropria
tions for contingent and miscellaneous expenses are not specifically 
made, including the purchase of stationery, furniture and repairs 
to the same, carpets, matting, oilcloths, file cases, towels, ice, 
brooms, soap, sponges, laundry, street-car fares not exceeding 
$400; purchase, exchange, maintenance, and repair of motorcycles 
and motortrucks; maintenance, operation, and repair of a motor
propelled passenger-carrying vehicle, to be used only for otncial 
purposes; freight and express charges; newspaper clippings not 
to exceed $1,200, postage to foreign countries, telegraph and tele
phone service, typewriters, adding machines, and other . lf!.bor
saving devices; purchase of law books, books of reference,- news
papers, and · periodicals, not· exceeding $4,500; contract stenographic 
services; . all , other necessary miscellaneous items and expenses not 
included .i:Q. the foregoing; and not to exceed $25,000 for purchase 
of certain supplies for the Immigration and Naturalization Service; 
in all, $100.,500: Provided, That section 3709 of the Revised Stat
utes of the .United States (U. S. C., title 41, sec. 5) shall not be 
construed to apply to any purchase or service rendered for the 
Department of Labor when the aggregate amount involved does 
not exceed the sum of $100. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer a committee 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Committee amendment offeredc by Mr. McMILLAN: On page 98, 

line 18, strike out "$100,500" and insert "$11~,500." 

Mr. McMTILAN. Mr. Chairman, this is one of the amend
ments to which I referred to a moment ago, and is offered to 
accomplish the same purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the committee 
amendment. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Commissioners of conc1liation: To enable the Secretary of Labor 

to exercise the authority vested in him by section 8 of the act 
creating the Department of Labor (U. S. C., title 5, sec. 611) and 
to appoint commissioners of conciliation, traveling expenses, tele
graph and telephone service, and not to exceed $50,000 for personal 
services in the District of Columbia, $398,000. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer a committee 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Committee amendment offered by Mr. McMn.LAN: On page 99, 

line 8, strike out "$50,000" and insert "$80,000." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer a further com

mittee amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Committee amendment offered by Mr. McMn.LAN: On page 99, 

line 9, strike out "$398,000" and insert "$408,000." 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Liaison with the International Labor Organization, Geneva, 

Switzerland, salaries and expenses: For a United States Labor 
Commissioner and other personal services in Geneva, Switzer
land; compensation of interpreters, translators, and porters; trav
eling expenses of employees, including transportation of 
employees, their families, and effects, in going to and returning 
from foreign posts; rent, heat, light, and fuel; hire, maintenance, 
and operation of motor-propelled passenger-carrying vehicles; pur
chase and exchange of foreign and domestic books, periodicals, 
and newspapers; purchase of furniture, stationery, and supplies; 
printing and binding; postage; telephone and other similar ex
penses, for which payment may be made in advance; necessary 
technical or special investigations in connection with matters 
falling within the scope of the International Labor Organization; 
allowances for living quarters, including heat, fuel, and light, as 
authorized by the act approved June 26, 1930 (U. S. C., title 5, 
sec. 118a), not to exceed $1,700 for any person, and contingent 
and such other expenses in the United States and elsewhere as 
the Secretary of Labor may deem necessary, fiscal year 1937, 
$28,000. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

Mr. Chairman, I call to the attention of the committee, 
for the RECORD, the fact that the $28,000 item appearing in 
the bill at page 100 is for the purpose of defraying the ex
penses of maintaining an office in Geneva, Switzerland, 

staffed with five employees, to keep the Government posted 
on the work of the International Labor Office. 

The Committee have viewed with some concern the in
creasing yearly costs to the United States Government of 
the International Labor Office. The annual cost has now 
reached the total, I believe, of $l85,000, the major part of 
the amount, of course, appearing under the Department of 
State, which acts as agent for the Department of Labor. 
Whether we should continue our membership in thic; body 
is something, of course, for the Congress to decide and not 
for the Appropriations Committee to pass on. We, there
fore, have allowed the amounts required to continue our 
membership in this International Labor Organization. 

We questioned the different people who came before our 
committee as to concrete results. They gave us page after 
page of testimony full of beautiful ideas for the future, but 
our committee has not been able to find any one actual, 
concrete good that has yet come out of our membership in 
this organization; we can only hope for the best in the 
future. 

My particular purpose in rising at this time, Mr. Chair
·man, is to call the attention of the Committee to this Geneva 
office of five people maintained the year around in Switzer
land. I am not now questioning the necessity of maintaining 
this office. However, our membership in this international 
labor organization requires attendance at four quarterly 
meetings in Geneva by some representative of our Govern
ment. Although we have Dr. Rice. and four assistants in 
Geneva permanently, we send four times a year more than 
one representative from this country to attend these quar
terly meetings, which are meetings of the council or govern
ing body and are not the regular annual meetings of the 
full body. I do not now question the necessity of sending 
a delegation to the annual meetings of this international 
labor organi;z;ation, nor do I now question the necessity of 
maintaining this office in Geneva; but I do question the ne
cessity of sending three times a year to three of the quar
terly meetings representatives from this country on a joy ride 
to Geneva when the interest of our Government could be just 
as well and just as adequately attended to by Dr. Rice, the 
permanent member of our staff, who maintains the year 
around residence and office in Geneva. 

Mr. GRISWOLD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. BACON. I yield. 
Mr. GRISWOLD. Is any official action taken at the quar

terly meetings, or is that taken at the yearly meetings? 
Mr. BACON. All official action, as I understand it, is 

taken at the yearly meetings. The quarterly meetings are 
of the governing body, and we. should, of course, be repre
sented in the governing body if we are to be a member of the 
organization. The point I am trying to bring out is that 
Dr. Rice, our permanent representative at Geneva, could 
well represent us at these quarterly meetings rather than 
sending over on a joy ride some member of the Department 
of Labor. Only a few days ago one of these quarterly joy 
rides took place when Dr. Lubin, of the Department of 
Labor, went all the way from this country to Geneva. He 
has just returned. The expense of sending him was con
siderable. It seems to us these quarterly meetings might be 
attended by our permanent representative iii Geneva. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. CONNERY. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 

pro-forma amendment. 
Mr. Chairman, I have prepared an amendment which I 

intend to offer at the end of the reading of this section, 
striking out, on page 99, all of lines 10 to 24, inclusive, and 
on page 100, all of lines 1 to 6, inclusive; in other words, 
wiping out our participation in this International Labor Or
ganization. For three different terms in Congress I have 
tried to stop this appropriation and stop sending people on 
joy rides to talk with Mussolini, Hitler, Stalin, and other 
great "friends" of union labor throughout the world. I do 
not see any necessity of sending a representative on the part 
of the United States to sit in with a subsidiary of the League 
of Nations and then expect to obtain any results beneficial 
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to labor in this country. The League of Nations has been a 
colossal failwe and we should keep away from any of their 
committees unless we want American labor to get its fingers 
burned. 

Mr. TARVER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CONNERY. I yield to my friend from Georgia. 
Mr. TARVER. I am in hearty accord with the gentleman'& 

statement, except that I feel we should continue paying the 
dues that naturally we assumed in the adoption of the reso
lution authorizing the President to accept membership in the 
I. L. 0. Until Congress by legislative action withdraws our 
membership, I do not see how we can refuse to pay the dues 
that naturally follow from the passage of the previous 
resolution. 

Mr. CONNERY. If this House today will wipe out this 
appropriation, then in a very few days there will be brought 
in a resolution wiping out the further need of any participa
tion on the part of this country~ -

Mr. TARVER. Might not some embarrassments in inter
national relationships ensue? 
- Mr. CONNERY. I do not think there will be any inter
national difficuiUes. Of course, it is a nice joy ride for these 
members to go over there and sit in and discuss labor con
ditions. Then they are told politely that the United States 
should mind its own business and pay its own decent wages, 
which Europe. will refuse to pay under any circumstances. 

Mr. WOOD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CONNERY. I yield to the gentleman from Missomi. 
Mr: WOOD. Tile gentleman seems to be very much afraid 

to send our representatives of labor to foreign countries to 
confer with other representatives of labor. 

Mr. CONNERY. Not particularly labor; any represent
atives on any subject under the auspices of the League of 
Nations. 

Mr. WOOD. Why send over other emissaries to discuss 
various things? Why have a Diplomatic Service at all? 

Mr. CONNERY. Some diplomats have been all right in 
their place, but our diplomats do not sit in as representativ~ 
of the League of Nations. 

Mr. WOOD. The gentleman seems to think that repre
sentatives of labor are more easily influenced than members 
of the Diplomatic Service, for instance. 

Mr. CONNERY. No. The representatives of labor are 
far less apt to be influenced, I may say. , 

Mr. WOOD. Then why object to sending labor repre
sentatives over there to discuss these things? 

Mr. CONNERY. Because I object to our representatives 
sitting in over there on a useless propositionr when the -cards 
are stacked against labor before the conference even begins. 
The gentleman should know that this is inerely a junket. 

Mr. WOOD. No; I do not know that. It is simply a mat
ter of difference of opinion. 

Mr. CONNERY. They discuss with representatives of the 
antilabor countries in Europe increases in wages and short
ening of hours, and then, as I said, are told politely to return 
to America and keep dreaming their dreams. 

Mr. WOOD. Why not discuss those matters with the rep
resentatives of labor over in Europe? 

Mr. CONNERY. Because the L L. 0. is in connection 
with the League of Nations, it is the committee and the tool 
of the League, and we never got to fil'st base with the League 
of Nations on anything which was for the best interest of 
the United states. 

Mr. ZIONCHECK. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CONNERY. I yield to the gentleman from Wash

ington. 
Mr. ZIONCHECK Will the gentleman from Massachu

setts tell the House what useful service any diplomat has 
ever rendered at any time except to get countries into 
trouble? 

Mr. CONNERY. I cannot agree with the gentleman on 
that proposition. 

Mr. ZIONCHECK. Well, tell us about that. 
Mr. CONNERY. I think some of our diplomats in foreign 

countries have rendered real service and tried to keep us 
out of war. 

:Mr, ZIONCHECK. What war? 
Mr. CONNERY. We had men like Brand, Whitlock, and 

others who were real Americans. They were patriots and 
tried to do everything they could to keep us out of trouble. 
But some of our diplomats went over to Europe and as soon 
as they got to England they became more English than the 
English themselves, and as soon as they got to France they 
became more French than the French, more German than 
the Gennans, and so ad nauseam. Those are the kind of 
diplomats to which I referred. They are the type of men 
-who forget they are Americans as soon as they bow to some 
foreign king or potentate. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
The Clerk read as follows: 

BUREAU OJ' LABOR STATISTICS 

Salaries and expenses: For. personal services, including tempo
rary statistical clerks, stenographers, and typewriters in the Dis
trict of Columbia, and including also experts and temporary as
sistants for field service outside of the District of Columbia; 
traveling expenses, including expenses of attende.nce at meetings 
concerned with the work of the Bureau of Labor Statistics when 
incurred on the written authority of the Secretary of Labor; pur
chase of periodicals, documents, envelopes, price quotations, and 
reports and materials for reports and bulletins of said Bureau, 
$748,000, of which_ amount not to exceed $600,000 may be expended 
for the salary of the Commissioner and other personal services 1n 
the District of Columbia. -

Mr. BACON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment otrered by Mr. BAcc>N: On page 100, line 17, after 

the word "Bureau", strike out "$748,000" and insert "$700,000." 
In line 18 strike out "$600,000" and insert "$550,000." 

Mr. BACON. Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment to 
make a small cut in the Bureau of Labor Statistics, which is 
the most extravagant bureau of the most extravagant de· 
partment in the United States Government. 

In 1935 they received a total appropriation of $528,000. 
This year our committee has allowed them $748,000, an in· 
crease of $220,000 over 1935. If my _amendment is agreed to, 
they will still have an increase of $172,000 over 1935. 

Mr. Chairman, in 1931 this Bureau started with an appro
priation of $37,000, and yet in this bill there is appropriated a 
total of $748,000, or an increase in 6 years of over $700,000. 

I call attention to the fact that the big statistical bureau 
of the Federal Government is the Bureau of the Census. 
It so happens that the Bureau of the Census comes under 
the Department of Commerce, which is also under the juris· 
diction of this subcommittee. When Dr. Austin, head of 

- the Bureau of the Census, appeared before our committee we 
examined him very carefully. He stated that all these sta
tistics gathered by the Bureau of Labor Statistics could be 
more economically gathered by the Bureau of the Census. 
They are the experienced gatherers of statistics. Then, of 
course, having~ gathered the statistics they could be tw:ned 
over to the Labor Department for analysis, use, and so forth. 
My point is that we could save a lot of money if we told the 
Bureau of the Census what kind of statistics was wanted. 
The Bureau of the Census would then gather those statistics 
at a great decrease in cost and turn them over to the De
partment of Labor, where they could be analyzed and used. 

Mr. WOOD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BACON. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri. 
Mr. WOOD. What matter has the Bureau of the Census 

ever turned over to this Congress in the past 3 years that 
had reference to statistical matters? · 

Mr. BACON. They have never been asked to do so. They 
can do the work and they are equipped to do it. This 
Bureau is buying tabulating machines and renting tabulat· 
ing machines the use of which they could easily get from 
the Bureau of the Census. 

They are duplicating the work of the Bureau of the 
Census, and, furthermore, it is a very interesting fact that 
the Department of Labor last year, over and above the auto
matic promotions required by law, was able to save sufficient 
money out of the appropriations we gave them last year to 
make over 700 administrative promotions. 

mere the gavel fell.] 
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Mr. BACON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 

proceed for 3 additional minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from New York? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. BACON. They saved enough money to make over 

700 administrative promotions in addition to the automatic 
promotions. 

The State Department has not made a single administra
tive promotion since 1932, while this Department has made 
over 700 of them. The Department of Labor saved enough 
money in this very Bureau out of what we gave them last 
year to make over 700 administrative promotions. This 
was done out of the money that was not· used for other 
purposes. I maintain it is not fair to the faithful employees 
of a department like the Department of State, who have 
not had a single administrative promotion since 1932, to look 
across the street at the Department of Labor and -see men 
who are doing the same kind of work receiving 700 adminis
trative promotions over and above the automatic promotions 
required by law. 
. I cite this to show that they have padded their estimates 
in this Department in order to make enough savings to make 
these administrative promotions. 

If we believe in economy, I think we can well begin by 
dealing with this Bureau that has increased its appropria
tions in Z years over 100 percent. It is time to stop, look, 
and listen in the interest of the Treasury of the United 
States. 

Mr. MAY and Mr. WITHROW rose. 
Mr. BACON. I yield first to the gentleman from Ken

tucky. 
Mr. MAY. The only way to save money is to begin by 

cutting down on appropriations and then they will have to 
curtail their promotions. 

Mr. BACON. That is the only way to stop these adminis
trative promotions that other departments have not enough 
money to make. These people pad their pay rolls and their 
estimates in order to get money to accomplish this very 
purpose. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I recognize the fact that there is a great 
deal of force in the argument that has just been made by my 
colleague the gentleman from New York [Mr. BACON]. 

It is true that in 1935 there was appropriated for this Bu
reau $528,000, and for 1936 there was appropriated $885,000. 
For the present fiscal year there was estimated $885,000. 
This is more than a 100-percent increase for this particular 
activity over a 3-year period. So, as the gentleman from New 
York has said, if we expect to economize and save a little 
money in an activity, I think here is a mighty good place to 
do it. 
· Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, will my colleague yield? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes. 
· Mr. TARVER. I think it should be said in justification of 
the substantial increase that the passage of the Social Se
curity Act has added materially to the importance of the 
work of this Bureau. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That is true. 
However, as the Members of the House realize, we have a 

great many statistical agencies now operating. The Shipping 
Board has one of these agencies, the Bureau of Foreign and 
Domestic Commerce carries on statistical work, and, of course, 
the Bureau of the Census is regarded as our leading statisti
cal Bureau. We should also have in mind the agricultural 
census work, and I may say that a lot of the work done by this 
Bureau is for the benefit of the farmers. 

Having all this in mind, Mr. Chairman, the committee did 
reduce this item from $885,000, which was the amount esti
mated by the Budget for the next fiscal year, to $748,000, a 
cut of $136,000. 

I feel this is about as far as we ought to try to go at this 
time and be consistent. While my friend from New York has 
ofiered this amendment to further reduce the item, consider
ing the case as I know it to be and the history of this activity 

·as I have found it to be from the hearings, I believe $136,000 
is a consistent cut for this Bureau at this time. 

Mr. MAY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. McMILLAN. I yield. 
Mr. MAY. Did the committee make any study of a method 

to coordinate all of these different activities that are gather
ing statistics in one . bureau or one department and try to 
save some money in that way? 

Mr. McMILLAN. I may say that the committee has, but 
as the gentleman knows, there is now under consideration, 

. both in the Senate and in the House, a resolution under which 
steps are to be taken toward a consolidation of such activi
ties and the prevention of such duplications as I have re
ferred to. 

Mr. ZIONCHECK. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last .two words. 

Mr. Chairman, in my opinion, if. the Department of Labor 
would spend more time trying to answer letters sent to them 
asking intelligent questions-from the constituents of Con
gressmen-and spend less time monkeying around with sta
tistics which they do not understand themselves, we would 
have a better Department of Labor. · 

I do not know of a department in Washington, D. C., that 
ignores communications from Members of Congress as does 
the Department of Labor. I think the Department needs a 
thorough housecleaning, and that includes probably the 
madam who is a member of the Cabinet. As reluctant as I 
am to support an amendment coming from the Republican 
side, I am going to do it anyway. [Laughter .1 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. CONNERY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 

to return to the previous paragraph that I may offer my 
amendment. 

The CHAffiMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. LEWIS of Maryland. I object. 
Mr. CONNERY. I want to say to the gentleman from Mary

land that the Clerk read down to line 20, including the "Dis
trict of Columbia." The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BACON] offered his amendment and the paragraph I refer to 
was not read. 

Mr. LEWIS of Maryland. Will the gentleman yield? The 
subject was proposed and considered by the House a year or 
two ago and disposed of. 

Mr. CONNERY. Then, Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of 
order that the paragraph has not been read, and to support 
that I will refer to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BACON]. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, my colleague is in error. 
I heard the Clerk read distinctly the amount "$28,000", which · 
ends the paragraph. That was before the gentleman ad
dressed the House. 

Mr. CONNERY. I did not desire to bring this matter up in 
reference to the Clerk's reading, but he could not possibly 
read the paragraph in the time that elapsed between the 
time I took my seat and waiting for the paragraph to be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair in ruling on the point of 
order will state that the Clerk insists that the paragraph 
was read, but the gentleman from Massachusetts, unfortu
nately, rose to speak out of order at the time the amendment 
was pending. 

Mr. CONNERY. I started to talk about the .word "Colum
bia", which ends the paragraph. The gentleman from New 
York rose and moved to strike out the last word, and I rose in 
opposition to the pro-forma amendment and said that I was 
going to offer an amendment to this paragraph, which has 
not been read. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Chairman, I suggest ~hat if the 
section or paragraph in the bill has been read and no debate 
has been had on that section, the question of going back in 
the bill is waived regardless of whether it was read or not. 
It is presumed to have been read if the preceding section was 
read. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair, with regret, accepts the 

reasoning of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. MICHENER] 
on that point. 

Mr. CONNERY. Then, Mr. Chairman, after explaining 
the situation to my friend from Maryland [Mr. LEwiS], and 
knowing the fairness of the House, I ask unanimous consent 
that my amendment may be acted upon. 

The CHAmMAN. The Chair will again put the request 
for unanimous consent. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent to offer his amendment. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. LEWIS of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I object. 
Mr. GRISWOLD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 

amendment, which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. GRISwoLD: Page 100, line 17, strike 

out "'748,000" and insert in lieu thereof .. $884,600." · 

Mr. GRISWOLD. Mr. Chairman, my amendment is sim
ply giving to the Bureau of Labor Statistics what the Budget 
Director asked that they have. No matter what one may 
say,· and I recognize the interest of the Coinmittee in econ
omy, I think the Committee has erred in its judgment. The 
Committee has tried to bring out the bad things about this 
Bureau of Labor Statistics, the fact that they have promoted 
efiicient employees, but has not brought out all of the good 
things. It has not brought out the fact that this Bureau of 
Labor Statistics is by statute that we have enaeted forced 
to do certain things, collect certain figures-all of your re
tail sales statistics, all of the wholesale sales statistics, all 
the living costs on which are based the subsistence fees of 
the Army and Navy, the building permits, hours of work, 
wages, working conditions-all come under this Bureau. It 
is said that it has increased its functions. It has increased 
its functions, as the Department of Agriculture has, as the 
Department of Commerce has. You give to the Department 
of Agriculture, Bureau of Economics, -more than $3,000,000 
for 30,000,000 farmers, for the collection of information, 
while for 40,000,000 laborers, salaried workers, you give only 
$748,000. To the Department of Commerce for the collection 
of information and the dissemination of information you 
give $2,700,000, and to 40,000,000 who are vitally interested 
in labor, living cost, and employment information you give 
less than $800,000. These statistics are now reaching a 
place where they are used more than ever in the economic 
life of the country. They are the only statistics on which 
you can base national income. They are the statistics being 
used today in case after case to prevent strikes. 

The Bureau puts out information both for the employer 
and the employee-facts on which they can sit around a 
table and adjudicate matters, and if all of the money ex
t:ended here will prevent only one strike of major importance 
in this country it will have saved more than the total appro
priation. Fifty-one thousand requests, according to the 
hearings, came to this Bureau last year for special informa
tion. which were answered. The largest·percentage of them 
came from industry. The hearings show that the Depart
ment of Commerce uses the Department of Labor figures as 
a basis for its own figures, and you give the information 
service of the Department of Commerce $2,700,000. The 
Census Bureau cannot collect these figures. It has no means 
by which it can do it. As a matter of fact, when the .last 
census was taken, and the hearings show this, the Director 
of the Bureau of Labor Statistics went to Mr. Austin with a 
request for the information that he should get to help them 
with this Bureau, and Mr. Austin did not get the informa
tion. 'It is not of record. There is no other way to· get it. 
The only governmental agency that puts out figures on retail 
prices and the cost of living to the American housewife is this 
Bureau. For the work it does, in comparison to other gov
ernmental bureaus, it receives a mere pittance. The amount 
should not be reduced. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from 
Indiana has expired. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment. There is no ·purpose on the part of the com
mittee to discount the value of the work which is being done 

by the Bureau of Labor Statistics. We recognize to the full 
the great importance of that work and the efiicient manner 
in which it is being handled, and we also recognize the fact 
that on account of the passage of recent legislation, notably 
the Social Security Act, the duties of that Bureau have been 
very largely expanded, and that additional moneys to those 
which were sufiicient a few years ago are necessary in order 
that this work shall be properly carried on. The chairman 
of our committee a few moments ago resisted vigorously the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BAcoN], which was designed to reduce this appropriation by 
$48,000. It is now our duty to express with equal vigor our 
opinion that the appropriation should not be increased by 
$136,000, aS is proposed by the gentleman from Indiana. 
Why? Because the committee has carefully examined the 
subject matter and has determined from the evidence which 
was at its disposal that the amount of money carried in the 
bill is amply sufiicient to carry on the work. The arguments 
of the gentleman from Indiana are not adjusted to that ques
tion. He simply stresses the importance of the work being 
done by the Bureau of Labor Statistics. With that portion 
of his argument we ·agree, but he· has not offered any sugges
tion of a reason why more than $748,000 is required to do · 
that work; and. in our opinion, based on the evidence re
ceived by us at the hearings, the amount carried in the bill 
is amply sufiicient. · 

Attention has already been called to the fact that the 
Department of Labor last year made 700 administrative 
promotions. How did they do that? They did it by using 
the savings fro~ .1 appropriations made· by Congress for the 
Department of Labor. How were they able to make the 
savings? Because the Congress had appropriated more 
money than was necessary for the activities of that Depart-

. ment. The question here is whether or not we propose to 
permit that practice to continue. 

May I read to my colleagues a very instructive bit of testi
mony given by Judge William J. Graham, of the Court of 
Customs and Patent Appeals, which appears on page 300 
of the hearings had upon the Department of Justice appro
priation bill, illustrating the practices followed in some of 
these departments in the matter of appropriations and 
securing additional appropriations from Congress. Judge 
Graham says: 

The trouble is that Congress makes an appropriation of, say, 
$10,000 for an item, and when the department finds about the first 
of June that it still has $2,000 or $3,000 left, there is a great 
hurry and bustle to contract for the expenditure of t hat money, 
oftentimes for things that are unnecessary. They do t hat instead 
of covering it back into the Treasury. The prin9ipal mot ive back 
of that is this: They think that if the committee notices that 
they have been cC'vering money back into the Treasury t hey will 
not get as much next year. ~or that reason they spend it. 

The CHAmMAN. The time of the gentleman has ex
pired. All time has expired. 

Mr. LEWIS of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I rise in sup
port of the amendment. 

The CHAffiMAN. All time has expired on the amend
ment. 

Mr. LEWIS of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. 

The CHAffiMAN. The gentleman is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. LEWIS of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, no Member in 
the House could be more disposed to thank members of the 
committee for their faithful efforts to keep down expendi
tures on the part of the Government than I am. However, 
as I look at this subject matter, I am amazed to find how 
very minimal, how contentious we are, with regard to some 
very maximum subjects. One of those is the subject of em
ployment. In the previous appropriation the sum of $884,000 
was carried for studies by the Department of Labor into 
wages, employment, living conditions, and related topics. 
Those inquiries concern 40,000,000 wage earners in the United 
States. If you will divide $884,000 into 40,000,000, you have 
a statistical grant of 2 cents per employee given the Depart
ment of Labor under last year's appropriation to cover the 
great subjects 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
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Mr. LEWIS of Maryland. I yield. 
Mr. McMILLAN. How many of those 40,000,000 people to 

whom the gentleman has referred really read these statistics 
that are gotten out for this money that is appropriated? 

Mr. LEWIS of Maryland. If 50 men in the United States 
in the right positions, ourselves, for example, should read 
them, they would determine the weal or the woe of the whole 
40,000,000. 

Mr. LAMBETH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LEWIS of Maryland. I yield. 
Mr. LAMBETH. Does not the gentleman think that, in 

view of the billions we are expending in an attempt to solve 
the problem of unemployment, it is essential that we should 
have a thorough census of unemployment, and that the ex
penditure of that amount of money would be infinitesimal in 
relation to the billions we are spending tl'Ying to meet the 
problem? How can we attack the problem intelligently until 
we know what the problem is? 

Mr. LEWIS of Maryland. I agree with the gentleman. I 
should be sorry to see this great subject fall between two 
stools, the Director of the Bureau of Census and the director 
of this particular bureau. Some $3,000,000 are allowed for 
analogous work, for statistical reports with regard to some 
6,000,000 farms in this country. Certainly we get more than 
compensatory benefit from that kind of investigating work. 

Mr. GRISWOLD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. LEWIS of Maryland. I yield. 
Mr. GRISWOLD. In the hearings it shows there were 

8,743 special requests by Members of this House. The book
lets go to over 5,100 local labor unions in the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. LEWIS] has expired. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that all debate on this amendment and all amendments 
thereto close in 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 

last two words. 
Mr. Chairman, it is seldom I rise to sponsor an increased 

appropriation, but, to my mind, this is one of the very most 
important appropriations that has been considered by the 
House. The fact that the Bureau of the Budget has recom
mended $885,000 should be sufficient evidence that it is 
needed. It is not only for the purpose of the 40,000,000 
wa.ge earners. It does not make any difference whether 
40,000,000 wage earners, or others, read these reports. This 
Congress needs some concrete information. We have not 
had any real information with reference to wages, hours, 
working conditions, the employment situation, the number 
of unemployed in the United States, the number of em
ployable, and so forth. We have had to depend upon a 
private agency for the best information we have received. 

It bas been variously admitted on numerous occasions that 
the American Federation of Labor is about the most au
thentic source of information we have, insofar as statistics 
are concerned with reference to the number of unemployed 
and the number of unemployables in the United States, 
scales of wages, and related matters it is so necessary for 
this Congress to have. I think we ought to have a per
manent institution, and our Bureau of Labor Statistics is 
a permanent institution, but through limited appropriations 
it has been a statistical institution in name only. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not think $885,000 is enough. I think 
the expenditure of $2,000,000 or $3,000,000 in this all-im
portant matter would be well worth while; because, if I 
should come back to the next session of Congress, I would 
like to have some accurate information as to just how 
many people are unemployed in the United States, what 
the wage standards are, and what the condition of the un
employables of the United States is. I would like to know 
how many men and women we must take care of because 
they cannot be used in the factories, the mills, and the 
mines of our country; and I hope and trust this amendment 
will be adopted. 

Mr. GRISWOLD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. WOOD. I yield. 
Mr. GRISWOLD. It is stated in the report that the 

reduction will be made where the pinch will be least felt. 
Mr. WOOD. Yes. 
Mr. GRISWOLD. Is it not a fact that in this case 

40,000,000 people will feel the pinch? 
Mr. WOOD. Yes; and more than 40,000,000, because with 

40,000,000 people affected, everyone in the United States is 
affected. 

Mr. HEALEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WOOD. I yield. 
Mr. HEALEY. Can the gentleman think of any more 

vital information to the Congress than that which can be 
provided by this Bureau if it has sufficient funds? 

Mr. WOOD. I certainly cannot, and I thank the gen
tleman for his contribution. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to 
the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, a few moments ago I took occasion to rise 
in opposition to the amendment offered by my colleague, 
the gentleman from New York, further reducing this item. 
At this time, however, I desire to say a few words in oppo
sition to the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Indiana to increase the appropriation. 

We are not here today, Mr. Chairman, abolishing this 
Bureau. From some of the statements which have been 
made one would gather the impression that we were going 
to run this crowd out of Washington before sundown. 
Nothing of the kind is going to happen. We are only re
ducing the appropriation in the light of the testimony given 
before our committee. We feel that $748,000 is sufficient to 
carry on this work. 

The remark was made a moment ago that between 800 
and 900 requests have been made on this Bureau by Mem
bers of Congress. Perhaps so, but we are not abolishing 
the Bureau, and I make the assertion that even if this item 
is reduced as the committee recommends, a Member of Con
gress can still get from the Bureau the very kind of informa
tion he secured before. 

Mr. GRISWOLD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes. 
Mr. GRISWOLD. Is it not true that by this reduction 

the efficiency of the field force will be decreased by 40 
percent? 

Mr. McMILLAN. It will be reduced a little, of course. 
Mr. GRISWOLD. Forty percent. 
Mr. McMILLAN. We have got to make a start cutting 

down at some place, and here is a Bureau which has been 
increased more' than 100 percent in 3 years. It is about 
time somebody took the bull by the horns and said "Stop." 
This is the situation. 

The gentleman talked about 40,000,000 people being af
fected by a lessening of the work of gathering statistics. 
So many statistics are put out in this country by boards 
and bureaus that we get absolutely dizzy reading them. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. McMILLAN. I yield. . 
Mr. WOOD. The gentleman speaks of the many bureaus 

issuing statistics. Does the gentleman get from the Gov
ernment any accurate statistics as to wages and hours of 
employment? He does not get them from a single bureau. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Certainly I get statistics. The members 
of the committee have been so :flooded with statistics that 
I think we want to change our names so we won't be plagued 
with them. I am absolutely satisfied that the $748,000 
allowed by the committee for this work for another year 
is quite sufficient. 

Mr. ZIONCHECK. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. McMILLAN. I yield. 
Mr. ZIONCHECK. In the last 3 years this Department 

bas spent something over $2,000,000 in the gathering of 
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statistics and has not yet found out how many unemployed 
there are, has it? 

Mr. McMILLAN. There is a great deal to what the gentle
man suggests. 

Mr. ZIONCHECK. Now we are asked to let them spend an 
additional $137,000 so they can find out how many unem
ployed there are. It is silly. 

[Here the gavel fell.J 
The CHAm.MAN. The question is on the amendment of 

the gentleman from Indiana. 
The question was taken; and .on a division (demanded by 

Mr. GRISWOLD and Mr. CONNERY) there were-ayes 17, 
noes 51. 

Mr. CONNERY. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers. 
The CHAIRMAN. All those in favor of taking this vote 

by tellers will stand and remain standing until counted. 
[After counting.] Fourteen Members have risen, not a suffi
cient number, and tellers are refused. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

GRANTS TO STATES FOR MATERNAL AND CHILD-HEALTH SERVICES 

Grants to States for maternal and child-health services, Chil
dren's Bureau: For grants to States for the purpose of enabling 
each State to extend and· improve services for promoting the 
health of mothers and children, as authorized in title V, part 1, 
of the Social Security Act, approved August 14, 1935 ( 49 Stat. 
629-631), $2,820,000: Provided, That no part of this sum shall be 
allotted to .any State (as defined in such act) under subsection 
(b) of section 602 thereof: Provided further, That in carrying out 
such part 1, the allotments to States and expenditures there
under for the fiscal year 1937 are authorized to be made on the 
basis of a total of $3,800,000 for all States under subsection (a) 
of section 502 and for such purpose the sum of $1,800,000 named 
therein shall read $2,780,000. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Chairm~ I offer a committee 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Committee amendment: On page 105, strike out the remainder 

of the paragraph following the colon in line 10, and insert the 
fallowing: "Provided, That in carrying out such part 1, the allot
ments to States and expenditures thereunder for the fiscal year 1937 
are authorized to be made on the basis of a total of $3,800,000 for all 
States (as defined in such act): Provided further, That any allot
ment to a State pursuant to section 502 (b) shall not be included 
in co;r:nputing for the purposes of subsections (a) and (b) of sec
tion 504 an amount expended or estimated to be expended by 
the State!' 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the committee 
amendment. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The ·clerk read as follows: 

UNITED STATES EMPLOYMENT SERVICE 

. For carrying out the provisions of the act entitled "An act to 
provide for the establishment of a national employment system 
and for cooperation with the States in the promotion of such 
system, and for other purposes", approved June 6, 1933; personal 
services and rent in the District of Columbia and elsewhere; 
traveling expenses, including expenses of attendance at meetings 
concerned with the work of the United States Employment Serv
ice when specifically authorized by the Secretary of Labor; law 
books, books of reference, newspapers and periodicals, printing and 
binding, supplies and equipment, telegraph and telephone service, 
and miscellaneous expenses, $2,786,000, of which amount not to 
exceed $885,000 shall be available for the Veterans' Placement 
service, the Farm Placement Service, District of Columbia Public 
Employment Center, and all other purposes, including not to ex
ceed $197,500 for personal services in the Department in the Dis
trict of Columbia, and not more than $1,900,000 shall be available 
for apportionment among the several States: Provided, That the 
conditional indefinite -appropriation to supply the Government's 
apportionments to States qualifying under said act for the first 
time provided for in Appropriation Act of March 22, 1935 ( 49 Stat. 
104), shall continue available for the fiscal year 1937. 

Mr. CONNERY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the chairman of· the 
Subcommittee on Appropriations a question. The appropria
tion for the Employment Service of the Department of Labor 
for the year 1936 was $3,200,000. The Budget estimate for 
1937 was $4,000,000. The committee allowed $2,785,000, 
which is less than the amount of money appropriated for 
1936. 

Mr. Chairman, the Employment Service, especially in these 
days of unemployment, it seems to me, is the most valuable 

arm that the Government has. I shall not offer an amend
ment, because I feel sure that the chairman of the Subcom
mittee on Appropriations has gone quite far with us today 
in connection with allowing liberal appropriations, and there
fore I do not want to embarrass him. I think the Senate 
will put it back to $4,000,000. · May I inquire what the reason 
of the committee was for cutting this appropriation for the 
next year below what it was the past year? 

Mr. McMILLAN. I may say, Mr. Chairman, in reply to 
my delightful friend from Massachusetts who is making the 
inquiry, that the Budget recommended $4,000,000, because 
that is the authorized amount. This was the amount author
ized by the Wagner-Peyser Act. The fact that the com
mittee did not recommend that amount here is due to the 
record showing that the Employment Service has on hand 
at the present time the sum of $1,100,000 that has been ap
portioned to the States but not used by them. On the 1st 
of next July, coincident with the availability of this appro
priation, this sum of $1,100,000 will be reapportioned among 
all the States . 

.A15 the gentleman knows, these funds are apportioned to 
the States under certain conditions and regulations. Going 
back just a little for the purpose of explaining the item, one
fourth of the $4,000,000 estimated by the Budget and author
ized by law, or $1,000,000, is intended to take care of the 
administrative expenses incident to the act. This would 
leave $3,000,000 to be apportioned to the several States. In
sofar as this apportionment is concerned, certain rules and 
regulations are laid. down for the States before they may se
cure the funds. They have to qualify under the rules. I 
believe there are 35 States which have qualified and 15 or 
16 States and Territories have not as yet qualified. Conse
quently, there is the sum of $1,100,000 that has not been 
apportioned by reason of the failure of these States to 
qualify. While next year the other States may come along 
and in the course of the year qualify under these terms, in 
view of the fact there is $1,100,000 still unexpended and is 
ready to be reapportioned, the committee has provided 
$1,900,000 additional in this bill, which, added to the $1,100,-
000, will make $3,000,000 available for grants to the States 
in the next fiscal year. 

In addition to tlie $1,900,000 for grants to States, $885,000 
has been provided for administrative expenses and costs of 
the veterans' placement, farm placement, and other special 
services. This explains how we arrived at the total of 
$2,785,000. 

Mr. CONNERY. Would it not be wiser to leave it at the 
$3,200,000? Would the chairman accept an amendment to 
put it to the place where it was last year; not go up to the 
$4,000,000, but $3,200,000? 

Mr. McMILLAN. I do not think so. 
[Here the gavel felL] 
Mr. KVALE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 

that the gentleman from Massachusetts may have 2 addi
tional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Minnesota? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CONNERY. Even with the amount of money unex

pended, to which the gentleman referred, suppose the 10 or 
12 States come in during the coming fiscal year; what then? 

Mr. McMTI..J..AN. If they should come in, there will be a 
sufficient amount of money. In view of the facts brought out 
before the committee I do n(}t think it is necessary to increase 
it at all. 

The situation is just this: If all 48 States qualified under 
the terms of the act when the first appropriation was made 
2 years ago, and if each State at that time and each year 
since had availed of all of the money they were entitled to 
receive, there would be no money in this jackpot to reappor
tion among all the States. The fact is, however, that all 
States have not qualified, and only six of them have taken 
all the money to which they were entitled. So it is we find 
that tnere is a nest egg here of $1,100,000 that represents 
moneys apportioned to the States, but not used by them. 
Now, instead of giving the Employment Service $3,000,000 
for grants to the States plus this $1,100,000, or a total of 
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$4,100,000, we simply propose to give what the law authorizes, I regret the committee has brought in a report in con-
namely, $3,000,000, and thus save $1,100,000 to the Govern- nection with this item which uses this language: 
ment. It seems to me that this is a most fair and equitable The life of this mediating Board is contingent upon the de-
arrangement. 

Mr. CONNERY. I shall not offer an amendment because 
the gentleman has been very generous. 

Mr. KVALE. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CONNERY. I yield to the gentleman from Minnesota. 
Mr. KVALE. This matter of the $1,100,000 to which the 

gentleman refers as being unexpended, does not help us in my 
State. We find we are handicapped by being restricted in 
the use of the funds and the appropriation has resulted in 
the closing down of one after the other of the county offices 
where these records have been laboriously built up. We have 
begun to depend on this service and now find ourselves with
out it. I think that is what the gentleman from Massachu
setts refers to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think the gentleman is referring to the 
·state reemployment service provided for by emergency funds. 
I can assure the gentleman from Minnesota that his State 
will get their proportionate share of the $3,000,000 that will 
be available on July 1, 1936, under this appropriation. 

Mr. KVALE. But the service has been inadequate, and we 
have had to curtail it instead of building it up. As we built 
up these records and qualified we find ourselves unable to use 
them. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In many of the States that have. not 
qualified they, too, are in the same position; and, as a matter 
of fact, in worse shape than the gentleman's State. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
The Clerk read as follows: 

BITUMINOUS COAL LABOR BOARD 

Salaries and expenses: For three Board members a.nd other per-
. sonal services in the District of Columbia and elsewhere, and for 
all other necessary expenditures of the Bituminous Coal Labor 
Board in performing the duties imposed upon said Board by the 
Bituminous Coal Conservation Act of 1935, including supplies, 
stationery, telephone service, telegrams, furniture, office equip
ment, travel expenses, and contract stenographic reporting services, 
$79,300. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. RANDOLPH: On page 109, llDe 20, 

strike out "$79,300" a.nd insert 1n lieu thereof "$160,000." 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Chairman, I rise at this time be
cause I am peculiarly and particularly interested in this 
item of the pending bill. 

Of course, I represent, together with my five Democratic 
colleagues in the House, the State of West Virginia, which 
is the largest bituminous coal producing State in the United 
States at the present time. 

You will recall that when the supplemental appropriation 
bill was brought in during the present session of the Con
gress there was an amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. TABER] to strike out the salaries neces
sary to carry on the Bituminous Coal Commission itself. I 
recall that at that time the distinguished gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. McCORMACK], who originally voted 
against the Guffey coal bill, on that occasion when it was 
desired to strike out the appropriation to carry on the Com
mission, rose on this :floor and said that even though he was 

. against the act itself, after it had been passed it certainly 
should be carried out in all its parts. You will recall that 
~. TABER's motion upon that occasion, on January 24 of 
the present year, was defeated in committee, while the 
supplemental appropriation bill was being considered, by a 
vote of 70 noes to 29 ayes. 

I am very certain that the fairness of my distinguished 
colleague, the chairman of the subcommittee here today, 
will cause him to bring to our attention this fact, that this 
appropriation is for the carrying on of the mediating body, 
which is the Bituminous Coal Labor Board, by providing the 
money for the salaries and other expenses which are actually 
needed in order to function. 

cision of the Supreme Court 1n the so-called Carter case now 
pending before it to test the constitutionality of the Gu1fey
Snyder Coal Act. 

Certainly the Members of this House never pass legisla
tion with the idea of such legislation being declared uncon
stitutional. It would be an admission on our part if we 
failed to carry forward the appropriations for any part of 
the Commission or Board, because of such a contingency. 

Let me repeat the words of the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. WooDRUM], who was in charge of the supplemental ap
propriation bill, when, iii referring to the gentleman from 
New York, he said: 

Mr. Chairman, this is a new departure in legislative procedure 
when the House of Representatives undertakes to anticipate the 
action of the Supreme Court a.nd thereby withhold appropriations 
from institutions. 

Mr. CONNERY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. RANDOLPH. I yield. 
Mr. CONNERY. What will the gentleman's amendment 

do? 
Mr. RANDOLPH. The amendment simply puts in the bill 

the amount which the Budget has allowed of $165,000 to 
carry on the work and pay the salaries and operating ex
penses of the Bituminous Coal Labor Board. 

Mr. CONNERY. Set up under the Guffey bill? 
Mr. RANDOLPH. Yes; for the year 1937, and in the re

port it is stated that the committee has cut the estimate for 
operating expenses about 50 percent. 

I say that in all fairness the committee should vote today 
as the committee did when the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. WooDRUM] had his appropriation bill here, when sal
aries were allowed for the Bituminous Coal Commission . 
Today they should be allowed for the members of the Bitu
minous Coal Labor Board. The two fit in and work together 
in carrying forward the Guffey-Snyder Coal Act, and I am 
certain that the fairness of the chairman of the subcom
mittee will cause him to rise and accept the amendment, or 
if he does not see his way clear to do that, the Members on 
the floor today will carry forward what it has vitally heeded 
and adopt my amendment. [Applause.] 

[Here the gavel fell.J 
Mr.· McMILLAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to 

the amendment. 
Mr. Chairman, our friend th~ gentleman from West Vir

ginia has made a mighty good speech. I have enjoyed it, 
but I desire at this time, before entering into the matter of 
the particular amendment which he has offered, to state that 
just a couple of months ago, when we brought in the Treasury
Post Office appropriation bill the question arose as to the 
funds necessary to provide for the administration of the 
Potato Act. I may call the gentleman's attention to the fact 
that the House declined to include such funds for the very 
reason the committee at this time has declined to take the 
action suggested by the gentleman in this matter. However, 
I may say to my friend that we did go 50 percent better than 
we did in the potato case, because in this matter we have at 
least provided funds sufficient to take care of the administra
tion of the act in the event it is declared constitutional, 
until next January, when Congress will be back here and can 
make a reappraisal of the need for funds . 

The situation in respect of this matter is this: Everybody 
knows that the question of the constitutionality of the Guffey 
bill is now pending in the Supreme Court and a decision, 
perhaps, will be rendered in the case in a few weeks. 

Now, when these men came before us they did not have 
any definite program set up. They did not know just what 
would be necessary. They estimated as best they could what 
they thought would be necessary, but in view of the fact 
that the decision of the Supreme Court will be handed down 
within a few weeks, certainly there is enough money here, 
according to their own estimate, to take care of the adminis
tration of the law until next January, when we come back 
in the next session of Congress. 
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Mr. RANDOLPH. Will the gentleman Yield? 
Mr. McMILLAN. Yes; but I want to say that I am not 

adverse to the gentleman's proposition, nor am I unsympa
thetic to the need of providing adequate appropriations, but 
we can go along, and I am satisfied that without .any trouble 
these funds we are provi~ng will be more than sufficient 
until next January. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I want to say once mOTe that the mem
bership of the Committee, the Members of this House, will 
put themselves in a position which is improper If they fan 
to adequately provide for this Board set up under a legisla
tive act. 

Mr. McMILLAN. We are not providing legislative author
ity for a board to be set up; we are only providing funds for 
the expenses, on the Board's estimate, to take care of the 
administration of the law until next January. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. It is my understanding that the esti
mates placed by those who are administering the Board are 
$165,000, and not $81r800, as placed in the bill. Funds un
used if the act was unconstitutional would be returned to the 
Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from West Virginia. 

The question was taken; and on a division <demanded by 
Mr. RANDoLPH) there were 25 ayes and 35 noes. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
SEC. 2. No part of the money appropriated under this act shall 

be paid to any person for the 1Ul1ng of a.ny position tor which he 
or she has been nomina ted after the Senate bas voted not to 
approve of the nomination o! said person. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. For some years my honored and beloved col
league, Han. Wn.LIAN: B. OLIVER, of Alabama, has been chair
man of the subcommittee which has eha.rge of the pending 
. bilL It has been a matter of deep grief and regret to all of 
us that on account of a temporary indisposition he has been 
compelled to forego his duties here in the c~mgress <lf the 
United States. He will not be a candidate for reelection to 
the House, and I am sure that my distinguished absent col
league will carry away from this body the universal love and 
respect and admiration of every Member on both sides of 
the aisle with whom he has served in the past. [Applause.] 
It will be very comforting and heartening to him, in the 
period of his illness to have had this manifestation which you 
have just given of the genuine love and respect in which he 
is held by the entire membership of this body. and your rec
ognition of the great service he has rendered to the Congress 
and the country during the 26 years of distinguished service 
in this body. 

Fortunately for the Congress and the interests of the coun
try, he has been succeeded in his position by our distin
guished colleague from South carolina [Mr. McMn.LmJ. 
[Applause.] And I rise to pay tribute of admiration as well 
as commendation to the present chairman of that sub
committee as well as to his associates on the subcommittee, 
upon both sides of the aisle, for the very splendid and efii .. 
cient work they have done in the discharge of their duties 
in reporting and passing this bill. This .is a bill making 

. appropriations for four of the great coordinate departments 
of the Government, and in the discharge of the duties of a 
committee looking into all of the intricate ramifications and 
details of a bill of this charactery infinite patience, perse
verance, and persistence is required as well as good judg
ment. It is rather remarkable, however, that the hearings 
on the bill have been so well considered by the subcommittee 
before bringing it to the fioor of the House, containing, as it 
does, 100 pages and more, that we have passed it under the 
5-minute rule really in a very few hours and without any 
substantial amendment whatever. And it is a further evi
dence of the desire of this subcommittee to reduce the ex
penditures of the Government as far as possible, by the sum 
of $9,000,000 under the Budget estimates for these appro
priations. [Applause.] 

I do not want to be fulsome, and I never am, in my praise 
of men here on this fioor, but I say to you in all candor 
that one of the chief compensations we have here in our 

serviee in this body Js to have occasional words of praise and 
appreciation with reference to our duties, and I have thought 
it only proper, and I trust you will think it pertinent, that I 
have paid this small tribute to the chairman of this sub
committee and to those who have acted with him on this 
bill. [Applause.] 

Mr. BACON. l.\41'. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for 3 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. BACON. Mr. Chairman, I thank the distinguished 

majority leader for the kind words that he has said about 
my chairman and about the members of this subcommittee. 
I have served for 14 years in this Honse with Mr. OLIVER, 
of Alabama. and for some 6 years as a member of the same 
subcommittee, of which subcommittee he later was chair
man. I am glad to tell the members of this committee that 
in the course of my entire service with Mr. OLIVER there 
never has been a. single partisan question raised in our sub
committee. [Applause.] We have tried, and I think that 
is universal on the Appropria.ti{)ns Committee, to look at the 
fiscal affairs of the Government purely from the point of 
view of the Government itself, and not from any partisan 
consideration. I regret very much that Mr. OLIVER's illness 
.is going to prevent his standing again for reelection~ ile· 
has been a very able member of the Committee on Appro
priations for many years, and, having served with him on 
this subcommittee. and also having served with him on the 
Deficiency Appropriations Subcommittee, I can testify as a 
Republican that he has been always efficient and particularly 
courteous to the minority members. Never once has he tried 
to shut us off from full and free questioning of the wit
nesses. I regret very much to hear that he will no longer 
be with us. 

As for our new chairman, 1 think that everything that I 
have said about Mr. OLIVER applies to Mr. McMILLAN. He 
is a very worthy successor. [Applause.] We have been 
struggling for between 'land 8 weeks now, every day, includ
ing most of the Saturdays, on this bill, and in this entire 
winter there has -!'never been a difference of opinion between 
Mr. McMILLAN and myself, either personally or in a par
tisan way. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous eon-
sent to proceed for 3 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. McMUJ.AN. Mr. Chairman, of course'~ I am very 

grateful to the majority leader, the gentleman from Alabama 
(Mr. BANKHEAD] and to my colleague from New York 1Mr. 
BACON], the ranking minority member of my subcommittee. 
for the very kind remarks they have made in connection 
with my service as chairman of this subcommittee. 

On yesterday during my remarks in explanation of the 
bill I undertook, in an humble way, to pay my respects to 
the gentleman from Alabama {Mr. OLIVER], who has for so 
many years served with such great distinction and ability in 
this House. It is a regret to every member of the committee 
and, J.: am sure, to every Member {)f this House to lose his 
services. In the future, a.s in the past few weeks, as chair
man of this subcommittee I shall always look for Mr. OLIVER 
at the head of the table. It is a great regret on my part 
that he is no longer with us. 

Mr. Chairman, I do want to say just a word to the gen
tleman from Alabama £Mr. BANKHEAD] and to the gentle
man from New York [Mr. BACONl-tba.t I am very, very 
grateful to them for the very kind remarks they have made 
in connection with my service~ I want to assure every 
Member of the House that it is a pleasure to have served in 
this capacity, and it is a great pride to me today to have 
my bill go through in the way it has. I am very grateful 
to you. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I move that the Committee do now rise and 
report the bill back to the House with sundry amendments. 
with the reeommendation that the amendments be agreed to 
and the bill as amended do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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Accordingly the Commtttee rose; and the Speaker baving 

resumed the chair, Mr. HAittAN, Cha.irm.an of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
that Committee, having had under consideration the biD 
<H. R. 12098) making appropriations :for the Depariments of 
state and Justice, and for the judiciary, and for the Depart
ments of Commerce and Labor, for the .fiscal yea;r ending 
June 30, 1937, and for other purposes, directed him to report 
the same back to the House with sundry amemimen~. with 
the recommendation that the amendments be agreed to a.nd 
the bill as amended do pass. 

Mr. McMilLAN. Mr. Speaker, I m1>ve the previous ques
tion on the bill and all amendm-ents to .final passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanned on all¥ 

amendment? If~ the Cb:a.il' will put them en gros. 
The a.mendmenm were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the engr<ESment and 

third reading ,of the bilL 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

and was read the third time. 
The SPEAKER. ~e question is on tbe passage of tbe bill. 
The bill was passed. 
On motion by Mr. McMn1 AN, a motion 1D reconsider the 

vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
HON. ADOLPH J. SABATH 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaka-, I ~sk unanimuus 
'Consent to proceed for 3 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. TAYLOR <Of Oolora.do. Mr. Speakei", I was dclighted 

a few mom~nts ago to hear our -distinguished majority 
leader, Mr. BANKHEAD, pay an eloquent and rkhly deserved 
tribute to our colleague, Mr: OLIVER, of Alabama.. Snch kind 
words of sincere friendship and admiratron are a wond.eriul 
inspiration and a dearly cherished fe&ture of our fives. Ex
-pressions of that kind lighten our frightfully Qil&OUS and 
strenuous service, and go a long ways. On this occasion I 
take pleasure in calling the attention of the Hoose to the 
.fact that tomorrow the dean ,of this House, the distinguished 
gentleman :from :nlinois fMr. SABAm], will reacll the period 
of threescore years .and ten, his seventieth birthday. {AP
plauseJ 

It bas been a genuine delight for me to bave served w1th 
Mr. SABATH for nearly 28 consecutive years 1n this House. 
His servires here have been characterized by a high ocder 
of American citizenship, by exceptionally enieient and dis
tinguished stat.esma:nship. He bas .served his great state 
.loyally and well. He has done a world of patriotic and 1JUb-
1ic~pirited good work during tb.ese past 30 years that bets 
now rounding out in this Hot1Se. He has the admiration and 
r~pect of the entire Honse. During the entire history of 
our Government., from the time the fu'st Congress met em 
.March 4, 1789_, in New York, we bav~ had aimost exactly 
10,000 Members of the House of .Representatives. Oi all 
those 10~ Members, our colleague from .Dlinois CMr. 
SABATH] is the only Member of foreign birth w.ho .bas ever 
.served 30 years in the Congress of the United states. [Ap
plause.] 

We have had a thousand distinguished men in this House 
who were born in foreign lands. but the gentleman !rom 
Dlinois has the rare distinction of being the only tQlle of 11.11 
of them who has honorably represented our country in the 
Congress of the United States for ~ years. l feel that is 
something he and this House have a. right to be proud of. In 
fact, the American Republic has a right to be prOU<L because 
it sets .a high and encouraging example. It holds out a hope 
and an inspiration to all other citizens of our country who 
have come from foreign lands. 

I may say that the gentleman's brother, as judg~ <>f the 
domestic relations court in Chicago. has had a most distin
guished career. For 30 years he has made a world's record 
oi beneficent services to troubled humanity. I know we all 
hope that ADOLPH SABATH may have good health and be 
spared for many more years of membership in this House. 

LXXX---313 

Mr. PULLER. Mr. Speaker, during my service In Oon
gress I have been thrown in close .oonta.ct with ADoLPHus 
SABATH, a distinguished Member of this House, who bas had 
30 years of oontinuous and able service in which ·he has re-
1Wcted erOOit upon bimself and tlle position with whieh he 
has been honoced. Although be 1s a Representativ~ from a 
great city be has always been interested in agrtcultur~. labor, 
and industry. His €Very act, -every ~ought, and revery 
hea.rtbeat has been in the interest <>f his eountry and those 
in distress. He is one d the hardest working M€mbers ef 
this body and one of the most conscientious and patriotic 
eifulens with whom I ba-ve .ever -eome m eontact. I hav.e 
never koown Qf a more luyal party man. To him it is almost 
impossible for his party or his friends to <lo wrong. He 
possesses and d~nronstrates tbe bighest principles of states
manship. For almost 2 years I ba.~ served as vice -chair
man, tmder him, 'Of what is known as tbe Sab&th real-estate 
bond investigating -committee. It is almost entirely due to 
his untiring -eff<trts that multiplied millions m dolla.rs have 
been saved to bondholders, must of whom are in need a.nd 
have inv~ted th€lr life's savings in these bonds. Often have 
I sent him home when he was physically -exhausted working 
m ·thar bebalf. One -of hls greatest faults is taking his re
spons'ibillties too seriously, often to the impairment -of his 
health. 

He is a striking eX'8JD.]>le of what '8. ]X>Or boy -of foreign 
birth ean aooomplish m America. H-e knows what it is to 
feel the pangs of hunger and to kmg fm- the friendly voice 
Gr handsba'ke of a frierut He knows the rong'h and rn:gged 
road Qne travels from obscurity to 'a :pOsition of h-onor 'alld 
esteem. He n~ver "forgets those who have befriended him. 
He is an untiring work-er not 'Only for the eonstituen-cy of 
his district ·but fQr tbe city of Chi-cago and the state Df 
Dlioois. 

May he live long in this land he loves, .surrounded by .his 
loved ones and friends. May the winter of .his age be as 
green as spring, as full of blossoms 118 summer, and as gen
-erous as autumn. May an of this -period of .his life be spent 
in the Hans of Congress, an honor he so ncbly deserves. 
When at last the fires of 1ife grow dim, may the memory or 
his wonderful achievements in Congress, .in .behalf of his 
-constituency anti 1:1.ll America, :fill his soul with :peace and 
perfect joy. 

1 am Slii'e it is the :profound wish of every Membex of this 
Rouse that he .enjoy good healtb.. happiness, and b.eaven.,s 
richest and best gifts during his journey tbrDU.gh life. 
DISTINCTIVE CAREER OF CONGRESSMAN .sABI\rH .A oCBEDI:r TO HIS .PEOPI.E 

AND TO OUR NATIOJ!il' 

Mr. MAVERICK. Mr. Speaker., :I would ~e to add .a few 
words in tribute to the .service of our beloved callea.gue irom 
Illinois rMr. SABAXH], who, when 1 came to Cangr.ess, was 
.so kind to me a8 a new MemberA I have asked favors of him 
time after time. and he has been pa.tieill and sympathetic, 
I .have always appreciated .it . 

1 want also to add that his career is .distinctive of the 
United States of America. As is w.ell .know.n, be was bom 
in "Bohemia, a !areign country, .and is of Jewish blood. His 
life demonstrates t.hat • .after all, the American people .are nett 
prejudiced against a man because be is of f.oreign birth. It 
also singles out the United States of America as .a nation 
tolerant of a man of Jewish extraction serving in tbe .cham
ber of deputies, the patlia.ment, the Congress, m- the law
making' body of the Nation. He has been a .shining light 
to his own people and an example to the race from which lle 
sprang. He has also been a .shining light to the American 
:people. 

'"He is honest, sincere, and has never .cared for riches. Re 
~ preferred to serve his country .and humanity simply, 
irurly. and courageously. 

As a new Member of Congress and as a Member of Con
gress from the far, great state of Texas, I add my pra.i$ 
.of a man who bas given this Nation more than a gen-era.tian 
of faithful, patriotic .service. [Applause.] 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speak:er.l ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for 3 minutes. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from Illinois? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. DIRKSEN. M:r. Speaker, to one who is a newcomer in 

the field of public service there is a great element of in
spiration in the life of our distinguished colleague from the 
State of Illinois, my good friend, Mr. SABATH. As you reflect 
upon his whole existence you get a better idea of the fluidity 
and the speed with which history passes. He was born in 
the old country only 4 or 5 years before Germany had van
quished France and heaped upon that prostrate country a 
great indemnity which was really the seed for the world 
War. He was born just a year after Lee surrendered his 
sword to Grant at Appomattox; and from the date of his 

. birth and from the time he came to this CQuntry as a lad, 
he has seen the swift-moving panorama of history and has 
been identified with that portion of American history which 
is glorious indeed. He came here under an illustrious Roose
velt and we honor him today under another Roosevelt. 

I am glad to add my little meed of praise to the service he 
has rendered to his constituency, to the State of lllinois, and 
to the people of the United States. 

It was my good fortune to serve during the Seventy-third 
and Seventy-fourth Congre&es on the Select Committee In
vestigating Real-Estate Reorganizations, of which he is the 
distinguished chairman. I know with what vigor and en
ergy he has applied himself to this work. I know, too, the 
tax that work has been upon his vitality. No person can go 
through daily hearings morning and afternoon and then sit 
in the smoke-filled room in some hotel in a city distant from 
home pouring over records to prepare for the morrow with
out having some high regard for the energy, the vigor, and 
the sincerity with which he has addressed himself to a task 
that was assigned to him by the Collo<>Tess of the United 
States. 

He has been a faithful and diligent public servant, and as 
one of his colleagues from the State of Illinois and from the 
Republican side of the aisle, it is really a privilege and a 
pleasure to add my meed of praise to his record of public 
service today. His has been a distinguished and praise
worthy career. 

Mr. CONNERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for 5 minutes. 

Mr. ZIONCHECK. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to 
object, I am going to object to every speech after this. This 
is turning out to be a mutual admiration society. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CONNERY. Mr. Speaker, I feel that these eulogies of 

my very dear friend, the distinguished gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SABATH] would not be complete if I did not speak on 
behalf of the entire Democratic delegation from New England 
as the senior of that delegation, in paying a tribute to him 
the eve of his seventieth birthday and congratulating him 
upon having served 30 years in the Congress of the United 
States. Any· Member who has served for even 1 year knows 
the strain, mentally and physically, which devolves upon every 
Member of this House. When we consider that ADOLPH SABATH 
has survived 30 years in Congress through all its legislative 
battles and through all of the legislative trials and tribula
tions which he must have undergone, and we look at him to
day, his fine, hale, and hearty physique, we are all happy that 
he is with us. I want to congratulate him on behalf of the 
New England Democratic delegation and to speak the 
thoughts of every Member of that delegation in wishing him 
many, many happy, successful, and healthful years. Ad 
multos annos. [Applause.] 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I served with the gentle
man from Dlinois 20 years in this House. No man here has 
a more genial and delightful personality. I believe that I 
speak the sentiments of the House when I say that everyone 
who has served with ADoLPH SABATH is his friend. I do 
not know of an enemy that he ·has made in this House and 
in serving 30 years that is quite an accomplishment. 

I think that ADOLPH SABATH is a remarkable Representa
tive of the people. He has not only been a faithful friend 

of agriculture, but he has been an active farmer himself. 
·He has been one of the great producers of this Nation, and 
I want to add my humble word of praise to that which 
others have expressed. [Applause.] 

Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to express my hearty 
approval of what has been said in regard to the services of 
the Honorable A. J. SABATH, of the Fifth District of the 
State of lllinois. 

There is no one in the House who enjoys to a greater 
extent the respect and the confidence of his colleagues. 
Neither has anyone ever served his district and his country 
with greater ability and greater loyalty. . He was a Member 
of the House when I first came to Congress, and for many 
years has enjoyed the distinction of being one of its leaders . 
During that time he has not only served as a member of 
many of its important permanent committees but he has 
been appointed on a number of important special commit
tees, and is now serving as chairman of the special commit
tee which is investigating the issuance and the pyramiding 
of bonds upon hotels, apartment houses, and other large 
buildings in various cities of the country. It can be truly 
said that by his earnest, able, and conscientious work as 
chairman of this committee he has saved many millions of 
dollars to the small investor, and if he had done nothing 
else as a Member of Congress this accomplishment makes 
his career a notable one. 

The fact that he is also chairman of the steering com
mittee is a further mark of confidence and esteem which his 
colleagues hold for him. 

He has always been loyal to his party and to his admin
istration, and the House loves and admires him because of 
his loyalty to every obligation and his very earnest, active 
attention to his duties. 

I take pleasure in paying this brief tribute to the distin
guished service which he has rendered as one of the leaders 
of the House, and to express the hope that he may be spared 
for many years to come in the service of his constituents 
and his country. [Applause.] 

Mr. DOBBINS. Mr. Speaker, I certainly do not wish to 
let pass this opportunity to felicitate our beloved and re
spected colleague from my own State upon his reaching such 
an important milestone in his busy and useful life. Now, I 
want to say to all of you that which I have heretofore said 
privately and to smaller groups of our Members. ADoLPH 
SABATH deserves the congratulations of all of us for a record 
of worthy accomplishment. That record, if we are to judge 
from his undiminished mental vigor and his fortunate state 
of health, as well as from the approving regard of his con
stituents, is one which we may confidently expect to be en
larged to by the addition of many more years to his long 
period of devoted public service. 

One of the commendable qualities possessed in a rare de
gree by the dean of this House is his willingness to share 
without stint the benefits of his long experience and his 
familiarity with public affairs among the younger Members 
who feel the need of his counsel. Few of us have failed tcr 
profit by that generous spirit; and I, for one, wish to make 
public acknowledgment of my indebtedness to him in that 
respect, as well as in many, many other ways. 

We may well congratulate our colleague upon this pro
pitious birthday; and I think all of you join with me in the 
happy belief that Judge SABATH is surely destined to have his 
years of active and outstanding service in this House ex
tended beyond the time that any Member has served here 
since the birth of the Republic. 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, very few men in the history 
of this country have ever had the pleasure and privilege of 
rendering such noble and distinguished service to our coun
try as the Honorable ADOLPH J. SABATH, who today reached 
his seventieth birthday. As one of his colleagues I desire to 
congratulate him. I also congratulate his constituents for 
their selection of such an able and courageous man to repre
sent them in the United States Congress. Judge SABATH, as 
he is known by his colleagues, is dean of the House, having 
served in the House of Representatives longer than any other 
one person. As he was a distinguished judge in the great 
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city of Chicago for a number of years, his background is 
ideal for the type of service that a Member of Congress is 
called upon to render. The country is fortunate in having 
a man of his ability, foresight, and knowledge in the House 
af Representatives. 

Judge SABATH, whose every heart throb and pulse beat is 
with the plain people of this country, is a friend of the 
worker and the poor peol)].e. He is a friend o! veterans of 
all wars and their dependents. Judge SABAm was a member 
of the steering committee for the passage of H. R. 1, known 
as the bill to pay three and one-half million World War 
veterans the remainder due on their adjusted-service cer
tificates. He was a member of that committee for a num
ber of years and at the many conferences a.nd meetings 
of this· committee. of which I was chairman. Judge SABAm 

• was seldom absent. His advice and counsel were relied uPOn 
by the other members of that committee in our e1Iorts to 
go in the direction of . the best and most effective results. 
Our efrl.)li;s were finally crowned with victory and no other 
Membe~ of this House is entitled to more credit for the 
payment of these certificates ta the World War veterans 
than is Judge SABATH. 

Aga~ I oongratulate him on his 7(} years of good living, 
right thinking. and able and courageous service. 

Mr. 'rHOMPSON. Mr. Speaker, owing to an important 
bearing of my committee, Ways and Means, on the pending 
tax legislation. it was not possible for me to be in the Cham
ber during the closing minutes of today's session. a.t which 
time many of our colleagues paid honor to the d.istinguished 
gentleman from Dlinois, the dean of this House, ADoLPH J. 
SABA.TH. I would have liked to have obtained a few minutes 
to voice my high regard for him and tell this body about the 
respect the people of the great State of Tilinois have for our 
leader from the Fifth District of my State. 

Mr. SABATK has just passed his seventieth birthday and is 
now serving his thirtieth consecutive year in the House of 
Representatives, a record never before attained by a foreign
born Member of the House~ He has thus served here during 
peace. during war~ during the reconstruction period following 
the close of the World War, during the "wDd~' twenties, dur
ing the depression. and during the present recovery period. 
He has seen at firsthand real history in the making and I 
know is exceptionally proud of the fact that it was his 
privilege to play sueh an active part in it all. . 

It is certain that the United States is a greater Nation a. 
more potent influence in world affairs, because of the service 
of ADoLPH SABATH of the great city of Chicago. ADoLPH 
SABATH never sold his country "short" and. was always on 
the side of patl'iotic Americanism and righteousness for all 
the people. He has sponsored mneh progressive legislation 
during his many years of service in this House. and his name 
will go down in the archives of this, the greatest legislative 
body in all the world, as one of its outstanding Members. 
He has served on the most important committees and all 
such service has been most effective~ He has never been 
found wanting ar hesitating when the welfare of his adopted 
land was at stake,. and has often raised, effectively, his voice 
in defense or in opposition to policies of Government as he 
saw them. Yes, Mr. Speaker, the dignity of this branch etf 
our Government has been enhanced because of Mr. SABATH's 
long service in it. And I speak for the entire Dlinois dele
gation here when I say that we all hope that he will be 
here many more years in order that the Nation can continue 
to have the benefit of his wisdom and rare legislative ability. 

While Mr. SABATH has been in Congress for the past 30 
years, and necessarily absent from his home city of Chicago 
a greater part of that time, he has nevertheless kept in 
very close touch with affairs in that great city, and especially 
with the people in his own section of the great metropolis 
on Lake Michigan. He has long been a. recognized leader 
there and his advice and counsel has been sought by civic 
leaders for the last 40 or 50 years, or since he attained his 
majority. Before coming to Congress he served with much 
honor and distinction upon the. bench in his chosen city, a 

position which is now occupied by his brother. No task. no 
job, no effort has been too great for ADOLPH SABATH to tackle 
if he thought it would be for the benefit of his people~ his 
city, his State, or his Nation. His own people have been 
coming to him for advice for many years, and he is the real 
leader in his section of Chicago. He understands the prob
lems, hardships, and handicaps of the poor of a great city, 
many of whom, like himself, came to the United States 
from a foreign shore. The name Sabath is legend in Chi
cago, and with all respect to other members of his fine 
family, our colleague here in the House is the reason there
for. This man has surely lived a busy. useful life, and the 
manner in which he has stood up under it is the marvel of his 
many friends and ass.ociates.. Mr. SABADI is the head of a 
large and successful law firm with otfices in Chicago, and 
has, in addition to his fine services in the Congress, attained 
much prominence in hi.s chosen profession. Chicago. is one 
of the greatest cities in all the world, and it has been leaders 
like ADOLPH J. &BATH that has made it such. 

Not only has our dean given a lifetime to his Nation, his 
adopted country~ but he bas not neglected the Democratic 
Party. with which he ·became identified early in his career. 
He bas been a. member of the Democratic County Committee 
of Cook County for over 40 years and has thus been high 
in the councils of hls party for most of that time. He is 
still a member of that committee, and if I know anything 
about practical politics in my State, he will be for many 
years to come. With all his service here in the House, he 
bas not forgotten the people who live in his district and his 
ward on the west side of Chicago. With all his contact, offi
cial contact with high officials of the United states, and the 
solving of the problems of a. great National Government, be 
has not neglected his own neighbors and friends at home. 
They have not and never will forget him; make certain of 
that; and when I make the statement that A.. J. SABATH will 
be here many years yet and also be a mast vital part of the 
democracy of the third largest State in the Union, Dlinois, 
I think I know whereof I speak. Mr. &BATH's. political activ
ity has not been confined solely to his own ward, district, 
city, counts, or State, but he has taken a most active part 
in the afia.irs of the Democratic Party natianally and is fre
quently in consultation with leaders from throughout the 
country. 

I do not believe that another individual has done as much 
toward swinging the foreign vote in the great metropolitan 
centers of the Nation toward the party of which he and I are 
a. part as Mr. SABATH, and a. good many of my friends of the 
Democratic side of the House received much larger majori
ties in their own districts at various elections because of tbe 
effective work done by the gentleman from Dlinais among 
the foreign born and those of immediate foreign extraction. 
He has always been at the service of his party wherever and 
whenever possible. 
· Mr. Speaker .. several gentlemen spoke about Mr. SABATH 

today, and on behalf of the lllinois Democratic delegation, 
the third largest in this House,. I want to thank them I 
have always thought it much better to "send flowers to the 
living instead of to the dead". and I know of no better 
subject of such felicitations than the dean of this House, 
now . 70 years young and in his thirtieth consecutive year in 
this great legislative body. 

A statesman, a friend, an able legislator, a good citize~ 
may he be spared to us for many, many more years. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr~ Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that when the House adjourns today it- adjourn to meet 
on Monday next. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Alabama? 

There was no objection. 
PERKISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. CITRON. Mr. Speaker. I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for 5 minutes. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Connecticut? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SABA TH rose. 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Connecticut 

yield to the gentleman from Dlinois? 
Mr. CITRON. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 
Mr. SABA TH. Mr. Speaker, ladies, and gentlemen, I 

would not be honest with myself nor with the Members if 
I did not admit that I greatly appreciate the complimentary 
remarks that have just been made, on the occasion of my 
seventieth birthday, about me and my 30 years' service in the 
House. I want you to know that I am sincere when I say 
that I have always tried, since first entering the House, to be 
of real service to a great Nation which gave such wonderful 
opportunities to me and to millions of others. Like many of 
them, I came from a land that had suffered much, to find 
in the United States a country offering liberty, freedom of 
thought, and opportunity. All my life I have lived among 
the poorest of people. Because I know what it is to want, 
and what it means to suffer, I can never forget these people, 
and during later years, when by their will I represented them 
in Congress, I was ever mindful of their needs, their hard
ships, and their problems. 

I have always been proud to be a Member of Congress, and 
have declined other public offices, even though more highly 
paid. It has been my honor to serve with such outstanding 
gentlemen as the late Champ Clark, John Sharp Williams, 
Claude Kitchin, Bourke Cochran, and Henry T. Rainey on 
the Democratic side and with "Uncle Joe" Cannon, Nicholas 
Longworth, Jim Sherman, Sereno E. Payne, John Dalzell, 
and James R. Mann on the Republican side, as well as with 
hundreds of other able and fearless legislators. All of them 
at one time or another were subjected to criticism and at
tack. I have naturally resented the charges that have been 
brought against Congress, particularly during the past few 
years, and as one who has served 30 years I think I am quali
fied to judge as to the loyalty, honesty, and ability of this 
Congress. In that connection may I say that I consider the 
membership of this body more truly patriotic, able, honest, 
and sincere than any group of people in the Nation, whether 
they be leaders of industry, of finance, or of any of the 
professions. 

The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. FuLLER] states that I 
have always been an ardent Democrat. That is true. I have 
studied the history of our Nation, and, in my opinion, the 
principles of the Democratic Party as set down by Jefferson, 
its founder, show a more humane understanding of the prob
lems of the poor and the oppressed. I have always felt that 
the Democratic Party is nearer to the people than any other. 

Mr. Speaker, ladies, and gentlemen, I thank you from the 
bottom of my heart for the expressions of friendship from 
both sides of the House. It is something I will remember in 
the years to come. I hope it will be my honor and distinction 
to continue to serve my country. 

May I also express the wish that my old friends, ED TAYLOR 
and the Speaker, as well as those other Members who have 
been so kind as to speak of me today, and the other Mem
bers present, equal or surpass my 30 years of service. [Ap
plause.] 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, it has been suggested that 
there may be other Members of the House who would desire 
to pay a tribute of respect to our colleague from Illinois. 
May I therefore ask unanimous consent that all Members 
may revise and extend their remarks in the RECORD at this 
point? 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Alabama? 

There was no objection. 
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut is rec
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. ZIONCHECK. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman was granted unanimous 
consent to address the House for 5 minutes. 

Mr. ZIONCHECK. But the gentleman yielded to the gen
tleman from Illinois [Mr. SABATHl. 

The SPEAKER. The House granted 5 minutes to the 
gentleman from Connecticut, and the gentleman out of 
deference yielded to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. ZION CHECK. I think it is inappropriate to talk about 
textiles after a day like this. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is entitled to talk about 
anything he pleases within the rules of the House. The 
House has granted him 5 minutes, and the Chair proposes 
to see that the gentleman gets 5 minutes. 

Mr. CITRON. Mr. Speaker, on March 26, 1936, I pro
tested to the Secretary of State about the reported increase 
in the importations of cotton goods from Japan. Today I 
received a letter from the Secretary of State, which is as 
follows: 

The Honorable WILLIAM M. CrrRON, 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, April 2, 1936. 

House of Representatives. 
MY DEAR MR. CITRoN: I am glad to acknowledge the receipt of 

your letter of March 26, 1936, covering a copy of a letter of March 
25 which you have received from Mr. Russell T. Fisher, secretary 
of the National Association of Cotton Manufacturers, Boston, Mass., 
with regard to the increased importations of certain cotton textiles 
from Japan in January 1936, together with a mimeographed copy 
of a letter of the Cotton Textile Institute of New York City on 
the same subject. I have noted these communications with care, 
and particularly your own emphatic protest against the increased 
importation of Japanese cotton goods. 

Importations of cotton-piece goods from Japan did increase 
markedly in January as compared with the rate of importation of 
these goods from Japan during the last 6 months of 1935. In 
view of the assurances given by representatives of the Japanese 
Government to this Department in December, the January figures 
of imports from Japan were brought to the attention of the 
Japanese Ambassador just as soon as they were available, and 
the Japanese Embassy took the matter up immediately with the 
Foreign Office in Tokyo. I am sure that the question 1s being 
given serious consideration by the Japanese Government. We 
are awaiting a definite response to our representations and it is 
our hope that the Japanese will be able voluntarily to control this 
situation. Should this prove impossible, then we shall certainly 
give further consideration to the entire problem. You can rest 
assured that very close attention and study 1s being given to this 
matter by this Department and by other interested agencies of 
the Government. 

For your convenience, I enclose a copy of the press release of 
December 21, 1935, relative to the assurances of the Japanese 
Government regarding voluntary restriction by the Japanese ex
porters of their shipments of cotton textiles to the United States. 

Sincerely yours, 
CORDELL HULL. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to incorporate in the 
RECORD as a part of my remarks an enclosed release given out 
by the Honorable Cordell Hull on December 21, 1935. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Connecticut? 

There was no objection. 
The matter referred to follows: 

RELEASE FOR PUBLICATION 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
December 21, 1935. 

The Japanese Ambassador called on Mr. Francis B. Sayre, Assist
ant Secretary of State, on December 21, 1935, with reference to the 
suggestion which had been made by the Department of State that 
some agreement be reached providing for voluntary control by 
Japanese exporters of their shipments of cotton textiles to the 
United States. 

The Ambassador informed Mr. Sayre that his Government au
thorized him to say that Japanese manufacturers and exporters 
of cotton textiles have decided voluntarily to restrict their exports 
to the United States. He said further that this self-imposed re
striction of shipments to the American market 1s already in force 
and that in view of the assurance of the Japanese exporters that 
they would continue to hold such shipments to moderate levels, 
there is little Ukelihood. of a repetition of such abnormal increases 
in exports of cotton textiles to the United States as occurred dur
ing the first 6 months of 1935. 

The statistics of United States imports of cotton piece goods from 
Japan during the first 10 months of 1935 are given in the following 
table, the statistics of general imports indicating the amounts of 
Japanese cotton cloth actually arriVing in American ports, and 
statistics of imports for consumption indicating the amounts of 
cloth actually cleared through customs and therefore available 
for consumption in the United States. 
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Date 

General imports Imports for consump
tion 

Quantity Value Quantity Value 

ThotLSand& ThotUand.! 
of square ThotUand.3 of &qUare Thousand.3 

1935 yards of dollars yards of dollars 
January-------------------------- 3, 686 180 3, 341 157 
February_________________________ 5, 744 295 4, 855 241 
March____________________________ 7, 292 379 4, 576 244 

tf:~::~========================== ~: ~ ~: ~~ ~~ June______________________________ 5, 663 276 2, 363 108 
July______________________________ 1, 911 89 1, 588 77 
August___________________________ 2, 4D7 103 1, 896 81 
September______________________ 1, 038 62 2, 265 105 
October-------------------------- 3, 521 146 3, 668 162 

1-------1-------1-------1-------
TotaL____________________ 42, 530 2, 100 30, 907 1, 482 

Mr. PETTINGILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to address the HouSe for 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of thA 
gentleman from Indiana? 

There was no objection. 
TAXATION 

Mr. PETI'ENGILL. Mr. Speaker, in considering the pro
posed tax bill last night it suddenly occurred to me that there 
is a fundamental fia w in the proposal, so extraordinary that 
it seems the attention of the Congress should be called to it 
at the very threshold of our investigation or consideration 
of the matter. 

At the President's request the Ways and Means Committee 
is considering a tax proposal for the express purpose of rais
ing sufficient revenue to meet the ordinary needs of the 
Treasury for the fiscal year 1937 and an extraordinary defi
ciency caused by circumstances over which we have no 
present control 

It is because the President has asked for sufficient revenue 
to fulfill his purpose and because I do not think that the 
present proposal fulfills the President's request that I am 
speaking now. It is my great fear that the present proposal 
will not only fail to meet the deficit from 1936 but that there 
is the greatest danger that the present proposal sacrifices a 
constant and certain source of revenue. 

It has been estimated by advisers to the Treasury that the 
present corporate tax will produce a revenue in excess of 
$800,000,000 for the fiscal year 1937, earned during the year 
1936. I may say that I am in sympathy with the general 
theory of the proposal to tax corporate surpluses unreason
ably withheld beyond prudent need, but under the working 
out of the proposal as it is now framed, it affords the cor
poration the opportunity to escape the corporate income tax 
either entirely or in large part for the payments which would 
ordinarily be ~e during the fiscal year 1937. By distrib
uting its earnings to its stockholders the corporation escapes 
this tax, the thought behind the tax proposal being that divi
dends thus distributed will produce incre&Sed revenue through 
taxation in the hands of the shareholders. But our impor
tant problem is to raise adequate revenue for the fiscal year 
1937. 

In order to escape the 1936 corporate tax it is not necessary 
for the corporations to make their distzibutions during the 
year 1936. These excess distributions may be made, and 
probably will be made, during the first 27'2 months of 1937, 
and the corporate tax may still be wiped out, but-and this 
is the thing that I want to impress upon you most seriously
if these distributions are made during thE' first 2 ¥2 months of 
1937, they are not subject to income-tax payment until 1938. 
Since the dividends would be received by the stockholders 
during their taxable year of 1937, they could not be taxed to 
the stockholders for the tax year 1936, and the postponement 
of this taxable income to the year 1937 means that the stock
holders will pay their first tax thereon in the year 1938. 

I submit that such a result is so foreign to the wishes of 
the President in respect to the yield expected from the tax 
proposal that all consideration at the present time will avail 
nothing unless we do securely provide for the revenue when 
the President wants it. 

· The poiilt is this: It is proposed. by the Treasury to tax to 
the corporation only its undistributed net earnings, earned 
on and after January 1, 1936-assuming also that that is the 
beginning of the corporation's fiscal year--in lieu of all pres
ent income corporation taxation. For the calendar year 1936 
the corporation cannot balance its books and determine its 
net earnings for the year until after December 31, 1936. The 
proposal provides 27'2 months after December 31, 1936, to 
close its books and determine its earnings and make distri
bution to itS stockholders. 

If during the 27'2 months, that is, January 1, 1937, to 
March 15, 1937, the corporation distributes to its stock
holders all of its net earnings earned during 1936, the cor
poration is then wholly exempt from Federal income taxa
tion for the year 1936. 

The earnings determined and distributed in the 2 ¥2 months 
following the end of the year then, and not until then, be
come the property of its stockholders, and in their hands, 
for the first time, become subject to individual income tax. 
The receipt of dividends, .however, takes place after January 
1, 1937, and is income to the stockholder for the year 193'1 
rather than for the year 1936. The stockholder having re· 
ceived the dividend does not account for and pay taxes 
thereon until March 15, 1938, or arter. 

The collection into the Treasury of the United States of 
hundreds of millions of dollars, perhaps a billion dollars, is 
thus postponed for at least 12 months, and would throw the 
anticipated Budget of the Government out of balance by the 
amount of revenues thus postponed, if we abandon entirely, 
as has been proposed, the present corporation income tax. 
The effect of all this is to create a gap in the revenue from 
corporate income for an entire year, at the least, and leave 
the Treasury holding an empty bag insofar as revenue from 
corporate income is concerned. In short, the proposal does 
not produce the income to the Government which was ex
pected in 1937 until 1938. It therefore defeats the very 
purpose of the President, and unless this problem is solved, 
it does not seem possible that anyone can vote for the bill. 

This defect in the proposal is so fundamental that we are 
losing time considering the details of the bill until this 
matter is met. 

Mr. McFARLANE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. PETTENGILL. I yield. 
Mr. McFARLANE. I should like to know what the gentle

man's suggestion is as to how we can correct the defect he 
has just mentioned. 

Mr. PETTENGILL. This is a problem for the tax experts 
who are the advisers of the CongreSs, as well as our own 
problem. 

Mr. McFARLANE. Has the gentleman made this sug
gestion to the committee? 

Mr. PETI'ENGILL. No; I have not. 
[Here the gavel fell] 

ALASKA 

Mr. DIMOND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks by including therein a letter addressed 
to me by Mr. Charles E. Bunnell, president of the Univer
sity of Alaska, which is a land-grant college. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
Delegate from Alaska? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DIMOND. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend my 

remarks in the RECORD, I include the following letter ad
dressed to me by Mr. Charles E. Bunnell, president of the 
University of Alaska: 

Hon. A. J. DIMOND, 

CoLLEGE, ALAsKA, 
January 30, 1936. 

Delegate from Alaska, Washington, D. C. 
MY DEAR DELEGATE DIMoNp: If the inqulrtes that come to my 

desk through the mail are a reliable guide, I must conclude that 
the public generally is making slow progress in becoming informed 
about Alaska. Although the "gold rush" days were over three 
decades ago, the average citizen of the United States is inclined to 
think of Alaska in terms of dog teams, glaciers, icebergs, polar 
bears, and other colorful features that have figured so prominently 
in the romance o! the North. 
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Difficult as it was ·to roll back the western frontier, that task is 

not to be compared with the difficulties encountered in rolling back 
the northern frontier. Even though the first thousand miles of 
the 1,800 miles of ocean travel that separate Seattle and Seward 
lead the traveler through the most fascinating scenery of North 
America, still 1,800 miles of ocean travel are going to require at 
least 5 days. How gladly one would trade them for 2,000 miles of 
auto travel from Seattle, via British Columbia and Yukon Terri
tory, to Fairbanks, in the very heart of Alaska, but the map shows 
1,000 miles of this wonderful project represented by broken lines. 

It is impossible to know any country unless one knows its physi
cal geography. The coast of Alaska from Ketchikan to the most 
westerly of the Aleutian Islands is open for navigation during the 
entire year. Bering Sea and the Arctic Ocean are open to naviga
tion only for a few months during the summer. The heavily mois
ture-laden clouds from the Japan current encounter cold-air cur
rents from the coast range, with the result that the entire south
ern coast of Alaska receives heavy precipitation. Here are over 
85,000,000,000, estimated, board-feet of unharvested commercial 
timber on the lowlands in striking contrast with the unestimated 
billions of tons of ice and snow that hold the highlands and 
summits of the mountains in a frigid coat of glistening white. 
On this coast in the Bering Sea are found the great fishing indus
tries of Alaska, which produced for the year 1934 a value of 
approximately $42,000,000. 

North of the coast range is the main Alaskan range with Mount 
McKinley supreme. This magnificent range, with enormous gla
ciers in the higher altitudes, precipitates most of the moisture 
from the Japan current not intercepted by the coast range, with 
the result that the great interior valleys of the Yukon River and 
its tributaries are semiarid. The southern coast of Maska is 
cloudy, windy, rainy, and does not record low temperatures, while 
interior Alaska is clear, warm in summer, cold in winter, and for 
the most part without heavy winds. 

In spite of all that the exact science of mathematics teaches, 
the tourist, irrespective of the latitude of his home, experiences 
·great difficulty in reconciling himself to the fact that interior 
-Alaska crowds into 100 summer days as many hours of sunshine 
as there are in the entire summer season of southern United 
~tates. To see the midnight sun is a thrill, but to be able to read 
the daily newspaper at midnight and outdoors for 60 nights each 
year must be experienced to be believed. 

Naturally the people of Alaska have ~heir greatest interest in 
the major industries, fishing, mining, and furs, which produced in 
1934, $42,000,000, $17,000,000, and $2,000,000, respectively. In this 
same connection it is interesting to note that during the period of 
1880-1934, Alaska has produced over $1,004,000,000 in fisheries, 
$122,000,000 in furs, and over $680,000,000 in mineral industries. 

Alaska. need offer no apology for her failure to develop a more 
thriving agriculture industry. In the "gold rush" days, so "gold 
minded" were the stampeders that any program of agricultural 
activity would have received no more than casual consideration. 
During the period 1900-1930 the United States Department of 
Agriculture through its Bureau of Insular Stations made an 
agricultural survey of the Territory, and determined the areas 
suitable for agriculture and the kinds of crops that could be 
grown successfully. 

It takes at least a generation for people in a mining country to 
recognize agriculture as an industry worthy of consideration. 
. There is 'no magnet like the lure of placer gold to hold the pros
pector in its embrace and focus his undivided attention upon the 
vision of his dreams. 

Factors that have milltated against agricultural development in 
the Territory are ocean travel from Seattle to the coast of Alaska, 
expense of travel, cost of developing a farm where prices are fixed 
largely by the wages paid in the mining camps, the ever-present 
fear of being a long ways from the old home in the States, and 
fear of cold in northern latitudes. Then, too, the Alaskan mer
chant has not found it convenient to nurse an infant industry 
when markets in the States offer merchandise with attractive trade 

. names especially prepared for the Alaskan consumer. There is 
· nothing strange or peculiar about this situation, for it is exactly 
what has happened in roll1ng back the western frontier. 

In interior Alaska and at 64°51'21" north latitude is located the 
University of Alaska, 3 miles distant from Fairbanks, the interior 
terminus of the Alaska Railroad, 470 miles from its ocean terminus 
at Seward. This institution opened in 1922 and is the last land
grant college to be established. Five years ago the United States 
agricultural experiment stations at Fairbanks and Ma.tanuska were 
transferred to this institution. 

Diversified farming on the university farm is telling the story 
of what Alaska can do to produce her own food supplies. Three 
tons per acre of dry oat and pea hay are .not unusual. A 6-acre 
field produced 360 bushels of fully matured oats. Pigs 205 days 
old and dressing 175 pounds was the record a year ago. For the 
months of December and January the income of the farm was over 
$600 per month for milk at 15 cents per quart. All kinds of 
hardier vegetables are always a splendid crop. Oats, barley, wheat, 
and rye are dependable crops. Results obtained last year in experi
mental station work are typical; at the Matanuska station five 
di1ferent varieties of potatoes yielded an average of 19,000 pounds 
per acre; at the Fairbanks station a 3-acre field of potatoes yielded 
37,000 pounds, and 3-acre fields of oat, pea, and vetch hay yielded 
8,500, 9,600, and 9,700 pounds, respectively. 

During the fiscal year ending June 30, 1934, Alaska imported 
farm products to the amount o! $2,850,000. Of this amount, the 

value of milk, butter, and cheese totaled the sum of $725,000. 
Other interesting items are eggs, $346,000; potatoes, $121,500; 
canned vegetables, $275,000; and meats to the amount of $870,000. 
Alaska can and ought to produce at least three-fourths of the 
above-listed imports, but even if she produced only one-fourth it 
is apparent she needs several hundred farmers busily engaged in 
supplying her own market. . 

When the President of the United States finally decided upon an 
agricultural project for Alaska it was because he could see the im
portance of developing a basic industry in Alaska capable of 
furnishing food for her people. The plan is fundamentally sound. 
Its measure of success depends largely upon the human equation, 
adequate transportation facilities, coordination between production 
and distribution, and e1ficient management. The University of 
Alaska is placing at the disposal of the colonists the benefits of 
years of research in its agricultural experiment stations, and to 
assist them in solving their farm and home problems trained 
Extension Service workers are providing an indispensable service. 
It has been stated time and time again, not only from the public 
platform but through the press, that Alaska is capable of support
ing many, many times her present population. The President of 
the United States is fully justified in relying upon these statements. 
They are correct. . 

Alaska possesses a vast Q.omain in the Matanuska and Tanana 
Valleys suitable for agricultural development. She has not only 
a cash market, but a market by virtue of the long haul from 
the States and high freight rates marvelously protected. These 
factors operate most advantageously in favor of the farmer. 

The great highway and the great airway to connect the United 
States and the Orient, will be through interior Alaska. Highways, 
railroads, and aviation are solving Alaska's transportation prob
lems. The old Alaska yields to the new order of things. It is a 
matter of more than ordinary concern that this vast Northland 
be prepared to produce from her own fields the major part of 
her own food requirements. 

Very truly yours, 
CHABLES E. BUNNELL, 

President, University of Alaska. 

JAPANESE EXPORTS OF COTTON CLOTH 

. Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 3 minutes. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, of course, I shall not ob
ject to this request, but I trust no other requests will be 
made. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentlewoman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I think 

Japan must be very much amused, very much pleased with 
our State Department. She enters ·into an agreement 
through the State Department with this country to curtail 
or limit her exports of cotton cloth to this country, and after 
this gentlemen's agreement she increases her exports of 
cotton cloth to our country . 

Mr. Speaker, I call the attention of the House, and par
ticularly our southern Members, to the fact that there was a 
decline of 65 percent in our exports of cotton bales in Feb
ruary 1936 compared to January 1936. Japan bought 65 
percent fewer bales of cotton in February than it did in 
January of this year. 

The following table shows the exports of cotton from the 
United States to Japan: 

1934 1935 1936 
I 

Balt8 Balu Bales 
1, 515,000 ------------TotaL-----------------·---------------- l, 737,000 

!=======I====== I====== 
149,000 156,000 
98,000 55,000 

January _______________________________________ ------------

February ___ ---------------------------------- ------------
1--------1--------1--------

Total for January and February __ . _______ ------------ 247,000 211, ()()() 

February 1936, compared with January 1936, decline of 
65 percent; February 1936, compared with February 1935, 
decline of 44 percent; January 1936, compared with January 
1935, increase of 4.7 percent; January and February 1936, 
compared with January and February 1935, decline of 15 
percent. 

The House will note that not only does Japan export and 
sell more cotton cloth to us, but it buys less raw cotton from 
us. The administration has said in effect we must be very 
careful not to limit Japan too much in her exports of cot-
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ton cloth to us for fear that she will not buy our raw cotton. 
What a joke Japan has played upon us. 

Mr. Speaker, it is high time the House took action, as, 
obviously, the state Department will not take such action. I, 
among other Members of Congress, have repeatedly literally 
begged the State Department to protect the great cotton 
industry. All we secure are vague promises. If the State 
Department is so weak and impotent, certainly Congress 
need not and must not be. The day of reckoning will surely 
come when Members must answer to their constituents for 
idly throwing away a great industry like the cotton textile 
industry which employs thousands of people in both the 
raw and finished product. 

Mr. Speaker, I also should like you to know how extremely 
sorry I am, as a Meniber from New England, that Judge 
OLIVER, of Alabama, will not be able to return to the House 
due to-illness. 

Mr. CONNERY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentlewoman from 
Massachusetts yield? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Very gladly. 
Mr. CONNERY. I gather from the remarks of the gen

tlewoman from Massachusetts that she would be pleased to 
support the bill I have before the Ways and Means Com
mittee, which provides that whenever the total landed cost 
of any article or-commodity entering the United States is 
less than the cost of production, such article shall be barred 
from the United States. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I shall be very pleased 
to assist the gentleman, because we must protect our trade. 

Mr. McFARLANE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentlewoman 
from Massachusetts yield for another question? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I am very sorry, but I 
only have 1 minute, and I wish to express my appreciation 
of Judge OLIVER; 

Before his illness, Mr. Speaker, he was alwayg tireless in 
his work iii the development of trade, not only in his own 
southland, but in our northland, in the West and in foreign 
countries, , and as a northerner, and as a Yankee, Mr. 
Speaker, I cannot tell you how much this means to us in 
New England. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
son. CONSERVATION PROGRAM IN THE SOUTHERN REGION FOR 1936 

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
! to extend my remarks by printing in the RECORD a portion of 
an informative series of questions and answers prepared by 
the Department of Agriculture relating to the soil-conserva
tion program in the southern region. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection t.o the request of the 
gentleman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, under leave to extend 

my remarks in the RECORD, I include a portion of an in
formative series of questions and answers compiled by the 
Department of Agriculture for the purpose of illustrating 
the operation of the new soil-conservation program in the 
southern region for 1936, as follows: 

PURPOSES OF THE PROGRAM 

1. Q. What are the objectives of the 1936 soU-conservation pro
g:ram?-A. The objectives stated in the act for 1936 are: (1) To 
preserve and improve soil fertility; (2) to promote the economic use 
and conservation of land; (3) to reduce the exploitation, wasteful, 
and unscientific use of soil resources; (4) to protect rivers and har
bors against the results of soil erosion. 

2. Q. How will the 1936 soU-conservation program bring about soU 
conservation and improvement?-A. By encouraging farmers to 
plant soil-building and soU-conserving crops and to adopt sou
building and soil-conserving practices. 

10. Q. Why was a new national program for agriculture formu
lated?-A. The provisions of the Agricultural Adjustment Act which 
authorized production control were declared unconstitutional by the 

. Supreme Court on Janua,ry 6, 1936. The Congress and farmers felt 
that another national program was necessary to maintain gains 
already made and to conserve and improve the soil. -

11. Q. Will the Secretary of Agriculture enter into contracts with 
producers under the soil-conservation prqgram?-A. No. Coopera
tion by producers. must be purely voluntary. 

· 12. Q. Where can a producer obtain information about the pro
. gram?-A. From county extension ofiices and the county and com
munity committees. 

P'O'n'ING TBl!: PROGRAM IN'l'O OPDA'l'IOR' 

14. Q. Do producers have any voice in the administration of the 
program-A. Yes. Through membership -in the county association. 

15. Q. Who are members of the county a.ssociation?-A. Any 
person owning or operating a farm, the homestead or the farm
operating headquarters of which is situated in the county, 1s con
sidered a member, but any person sha.ll cease to be a member l! 
he fails to file a work sheet within the period specified by the 
Secretary for filing such work sheet or fails to qualify for a grant. 

16. Q. Who 1s entitled to vote at meetings of the association?
A. Only members of the association. 

17. Q. What ts the county committee?-A. The county commit
tee 1s composed of three members who must be members of the 
association and must have been previously elected chairmen o! 
their respective community committees. 

18. Q. What are the duties of the county committee?-A. The 
duties are as follows: 

( 1) Review all documents :filed with them and make recom
-mendations to the Secretary; 

(2) Hold hearings and conduct such investigations as may be 
necessary in the performance of its duties; and 

·(3) Perlorm such other duties as may be prescribed by the 
Secretary. 

19. Q. What ls the community commlttee?-A. The community 
committee is composed of three members elected from the mem
bers of the association living in the respective community. 

20. Q. What are the duties of the community committee?-A. 
-The duties are as follows: 

(1) Assist in preparing, checking, receiving, and approving all 
documents submitted by producers; 

(2) Make recommendations for payments; and 
(3) Ascertain and report -when requested by the county commit

tee the total acreage and production of soil-depleting crops and 
acreage utillza.tion of land on farms, and obtain such other data 
as may be necessary. 

22. Q. What are the principal forms to be used in 1936 for the 
soil-conservation program by producers?-A. (1) A work sheet, 
giving the location of the farm and use of the land in 1935. 

(2) An application for a grant at a later date. showing the ~se 
of the land in 1936, and a certificate of performance. 

23. Q. What 1S the purpose of the work sheet?-A. The purpose 
of the work sheet is to obtain a survey of farming conditions and 
practices and to help the producer plan his farming operations so 
that he may participate in the soil-conservation program for 1936. 

24. Q. Who may fill out the work sheet?-A. Any producer who 
1s an owner, landlord, ·cash tenant, standing or fixed-rent tenant, 
or share tenant operating the entire farm. 

25. Q. What 1s done with work sheets after the producers have 
submitted them ?-A. They are turned over to the community and 
county committees. _ _ _ 

26. Q. Can an owner or landlord submit a. work sheet covering 
a farm being operated by a. cash tenant, or standing_ or fixed-rent 
tenant?-A. No. 

27. Q. Should a. producer who _ owns, operates, or controls more 
than one farm in the same county submit _a. work sheet covering 
each of his farms?-A. Yes. 

28. Q. May a share tenant who is renting land from two or 
more owners or landlords sign . a work sheet covering all such 
land?-A. No; but 1f work sheets are filed a work sheet covering 
each tract of land must be filed. 

29. Q. If the producer's farm is mortgaged, must the person hold
ing the mortgage sign the work sheet or application?-A. No. 

30. Q. If a farm has been purchased on insta.llments for cash or 
fixed commodity payments should the seller of the farm sign the 
work sheet or appllca.tion?-A. -No. 

81. Q. In the event the farm 1s located in more than one county, 
in which county should the work sheet and application be sub
mitted?-A. They should be submitted in the county in which 
the farm-Operating headquarters 1s located, or, in the absence of 
headquarters on the farm, in the county in which . the major 
part of the farm is located. 

DEFINITIONS 
32. Q. What is meant by "crop land"?-A. "Crop land" means 

a.llland from which any crop (other than wild hay) was harvested 
in 1935, together with all other farm land which is tillable and 
from which at least one crop (other than wild hay) has been 
harvested since January 1, 1930. 

33. Q. What 1s meant by the term "owner"?-A. With reference 
to the 1936 program. "owner" means a person who actually owns 
land which is not rented to another for cash or a fixed commOdity 
payment; a pe~n who rents land from another for cash or for a 
fixed commodity payment, or who is purchasing land on install
ments for cash or a fixed commodity payment. 

34. Q. What is meant .by the -term "share tenant"?-A. A person 
other than the owner or sharecropper who is opera~ing an entire 
farm without direct supervision of the owner and who is entitled 
to a portion of the crops produced on the farm or the proceeds 
thereof. 

35. Q. What is meant by the term "sharecropper"?-A. "Share
cropper" means a person who works a farm in whole or in part 
and who received !or his labor a proportionate share of the crops 
produced thereon or the proceeds thereof. 

36. Q. What 1s meant by the term "farm"?-A. "Farm" means all 
tracts of farm land ln the same county, under the same owner
ship, and operated in 1936 as all or a part of a single farming unit 
by the same operator. 
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37. Q. What 1! meant by "producer unit"?-A. The term "pro

ducer unit" means any tract of land (whether a whole farm or a 
subdivision thereof) on which one or more crops are plan.ted and 
which is operated by (1) landowner, cash tenant, or standmg-rent 
(or fixed-rent) tenant, With his own labor or With hired labor 
other than sharecroppers; or (2) a share tenant without the aid of 
any sharecropper; or (3) a sharecropper. 

38. Q. What is meant by the term "grant"?-A. With reference 
to the 1936 program, "grant" means payment to farmers unde! the 
Soil Conservation and Domestic Allotment Act. 

CROP CLASSIFICATION 

39. Q. What are the soil-depleting crops on which payments may 
be made for acreage diversion?-A. The following crops are· soil
depleting crops on which payments may be made for acreage 
diversion: (1) Corn (including broom corn and sweet corn}; (2) 
cotton; (3) tobacco; (4) Irish potatoes; (5) sweet potatoes; (6) rice; 
(7) sugarcane; (8) commercial truck and canning crops, including 
melons and strawberries; (9) peanuts, if harvested as nuts; (10) 
grain sorghum, sweet sorghums, and millets; (11) small grains har
vested for grain or hay (wheat, oats, barley, rye, and small-grain 
mixtures); (12) soybeans, if harvested for crushing. 

40. Q. What are the approved soil-building crops?-A. The fol
lowing crops are classified as soil-building: (1) Annual winter le
gumes, including vetch, winter peas, bur and crimson clover, 
turned under as a green manure crop; (2) biennial legumes, in
cluding sweet and alsike clover; perennial legumes, including al
falfa, kudzu, sericea, and annual varieties of lespedeza; (3) sum
mer legumes, including soybeans, velvet beans, crotalaria, a~d cow
peas, if forage is left on the land; (4) Wi~ter cover crops, mclud
ing rye, barley, oats, and small-grain mixtures turne~ as green 
manure and followed in the summer by an approved soil-conserv
ing crop; (5) forest trees, when plante~ on crop land in 1936. 

41. Q. What are the approved soil-conserving crops?-A. The 
following crops are classified as soil-conserving: (1) Annual Win
ter legumes, including vetch, Winter peas, bur and crimson clover; 
biennial legumes, including sweet and alsike clover; perennial 
legumes, including alfalfa. kudzu and sertcea. with or 'Y'ithout 
such nurse crops as rye. oats, wheat, barley, or grain nuxtures, 
when such nurse crops are pastured or clipped green; summer 
legumes. including soybeans except when produced for ~eed for 
crushing, velvet beans, crotalaria, cowpeas, and annual varieties of 
lespedeza; (2) peanuts when pastured; (3) perennial grasses, 
including Dallis, redtop, orchard, Bermuda, carpet, or grass mix
tures, and Sudan grass, With or Without such nurse crops as rye, 
oats, wheat, barley, or grain mtxt~res, when such n1:1rse c~ops are 
pastured or clipped green; (4) wmter cover crops, mcluding rye, 
barley, oats, and small-grain mixtures, winter pastured or not, 
and turned as green manure; or if harvested and followed by sum
mer legumes; (5) crop acreage planted to forest trees since Janu
ary 1. 1934. 

42. Q. What uses of land are classed as neither soil-depleting, 
soil-building, nor soil-conserving, and which cannot be counted 
in establishing bases?-A. ( 1) Vineyards, treefruits, small fruits, 
or nut trees (not interplanted; if interplanted, such acreage shall 
carrv the classification and actual acreage of the intercrop grown); 
(2) ~idle crop land {where, due to unusual weather conditions, 
crop land was left idle in 1935, it may be reclassified upon the 
recommendation of the State committee and approval of the Sec
retary); (3) cultivated fallow land, including clean cultivated or
chards and vineyards (cultured fallow land may be otherwise 
classified upon recommendation of the State committee and ap
proval of the Secretary); (4) wasteland, roads, lanes, lots, yards, 
etc.; (5) woodland, other than that planted at owner's expense 
since January 1. 1934. 

43. Q. What are the approved soil-building and soil-conserving 
practices?-A. A list of practices will be recommended by the State 
committee and approved by the Secretary of Agriculture. 

45. Q. How will the acreage of corn interplanted with legumes 
be regarded ?-A. The acreage of corn which is interplanted With 
legumes will be regarded as 50 percent corn acreage and 50 percent 
legume acreage. Thus, 30 acres of corn interplanted with legumes 
will be classed as 15 acres of corn and 15 acres of legumes. This 
rule applies also to the acreage of other soil-depleting crops inter
plan ted with legumes. 

46. Q. Will the acreage classed as corn when corn is interplanted 
With legumes be classed as a soll-depleteing crop?-A. Yes. How
ever, the producer will not be penalized for any increase in his 
corn acreage when corn is grown for food for carrying on the nor
mal operation of the farm. 

47. Q. Will there be any deduction for increases in food and feed 
crops?-A. No deduction will be made with respect to any food or 
feed crop unless they are grown in excess of the home-consump
tion needs for the farm. 

ESTABLISHMENT OF BASES 

48. Q. What is the first thing an individual farmer must do who 
intends to participate in the soil-conservation program for 1936?
A. He may, with the help of a committeeman, determine the soil
depleting base for his farm. 

49. Q. How will the soil-depleting base be determined?-A. This 
base will be the acreage in soil-depleting crops (except for cotton, 
tobacco, rice, peanuts, and sugarcane) on the farm in 1935_ unless 
it 1s determined that such acreage is not in accordance With the 
general farming practices in the locality, in which case adjust
ments may be made, and further adjustments will be made for 
rented acres used for soli-depleting crops in 1935. 

50. Q. How is the base cotton acreage for a farm determined?
A. The base cotton acreage will be determined in accordance with 
instructions issued by the director of the southern region, and 
approved by the Secretary. Such determination will be arrived at 
in essentially the same manner as the base cotton acreage would 
have been under the proposed 1936 agricultural-adjustment pro
gram. 

51. Q. How is the base tobacco acreage for a farm determined?
A. The base tobacco acreage will be the base acreage which was 
provided for under the proposed 1936 agricultural-adjustment 
program. 

52. Q. How will the base peanut acreage for a farm be deter
mined ?-A. The base peanut acreage will be determined essentially 
in the same manner as it would have been determined under the 
proposed 1936 agricultural-adjustment program. 

58. Q. Will the planting of lands in soil-building crops in the 
1935 adjustment program be taken into account in determining 
the base acreage for a farm?-A. Yes. 

59. Q. If a crop is planted in the fall of one calendar year for 
harvest in the succeeding calendar year, which year shall be used 
in designating "the acreage planted to such crop?-A. The calendar 
year during which the crop is harvested should be used. 

60. Q. What types of payments will be made to producers?-A. 
(1) Soil-building payments; (2) soil-conserving payments. 

61. Q. What provisions have been made concerning food and 
feed crops grown on the farm for home consumption?-A. No pay
ment will be made in connection with shifting land out of food 
and feed crops unless such crops are produced in excess of home 
needs. 

63. Q. For what are soil-conserving payments made?-A. These 
payments will be made for diverting acreage from soil-depleting 
crops to soil-building and soil-conserving crops and for approved 
soU-building and conserving practices. · 

64. Q. What is the rate of soil-conserving payments?-A. The 
rate of the soil-conserving payment for diversion from soil-deplet
ing crops, other than cotton, tobacco, peanuts, rice, and sugarcane, 
varies among States, counties, and individual farms according to 
the productivity of the land, but the average for the United 
States will be around $10 per acre. 

65. Q. Will a producer be required to have a minimum acreage 
of soil-conserving crops in order to receive payment?-A. Yes. 
No payment is to be made on any farm unless the total acreage of 
soil-conserving crops and soil-building crops on crop land on the 
farm in 1936 equals or exceeds either (a) 20 percent of the base 
acreages of all soil-depleting crops for the farm, or (b) the maxi
mum acreage with respect to which soil-conserving payments may 
be made on the farm. 

66. Q. What is the rate of soil-conserving payment for diverting 
acreage from the production of cotton?-A. Payment will be at 
the rate of approximately 5 cents for each pound of the normal 
yieid of lint cotton per acre. 

67. Q. What is the maximum acreage diversion with respect to 
cotton on which payment may be made?-A. Thirty-five percent 
of the base cotton acreage for the farm, except that payment can
not be made in any county on more than 25 percent of the total 
of the base cotton acreages for all farms in the county. 

68. Q. What is the rate of the soil-conserving payment for each 
acre diverted from the production of tobacco?-A. (1) Five cents 
per pound of the normal yield for flue cured or Burley, (2} six 
cents per pound of the normal yield for Georgia-Florida type 62, 
(3) three cents per pound of the normal yield for Georgia-Florida 
type 45, or any other kind of tobacco. 

69. Q. What is the maximum acreage with respect to which 
payment on tobacco wm be made?-A. Thirty percent of the base 
tobacco acreage of the farm. 

70. Q. What is the rate of soil-conserving paymen~ for acreage 
diversion on harvested peanuts?-A. One and one-fourth cents for 
each pound of the normal yield per acre for the farm. 

71. Q. What is the maximum acreage diversion with respect to 
peanuts harvested as nuts for which payment will be made?-A. 
Twenty percent of the base peanut acreage for the farm. 

75. Q. Why may the rate of the soil-conserving payment vary 
from the basic rate specified ?-A. The rates specified are based 
upon an estimate of available funds and an estimate of approxi
mately so-percent participation by farmers. If participation ln 
any region exceeds the estimate for that region, all the rates speci
fied for such region may be reduced pro rata. If participation is 
less than the estimate for the region the rates may be increased 
pro rata. As has been stated, in no case will the rates be in
creased or decreased more than 10 percent. 

76. Q. What are the approved uses which may be made of the 
land diverted from the production of soil-depleting crops?-A. The 
approved uses are as follows: (1) Planting soU-building crops, (2} 
planting soil-conserving crops, (3) following approved soil-build
ing practices. 

77. Q. For what are soil-building payments made?-A. These 
payments will be made for planting approved soil-building crops 
or carrying out approved soil-building practices. 

78. Q. Will soil-building payments be made for planting ap
proved soil-conserving crops?-A. No. 

79. Q. What is the rate of the soil-building payment for planting 
approved soil-building crops?-A. The rate 1s determined by the 
State committee for each State and approved by the Secretary. 

80. Q. What is the rate of the soil-building . payment for put
ting into effect approved soil-building or soil-conserving prac
tices?-A. The rate is determined by the State committee for each 
State and approved by the Secretary. 
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81. Q. Is · there · a lhnft on tlie soU-building payment for a 
fa.rm?-A. Yes. The total soil-building payment for each farm 
cannot exceed $1 for each acre of crop land ·on the farm used in 
1936 for soU-building and soil-conserving crops; except tha.t the 
soil-building payment to ta.rms having W5s than 10 acres in such 
crops may exceed $1 for each such acre. but the total payment 
in such cases cannot exceed $10 for the farm. 

82. Q. May the State committee recommend a soil-building pay
ment at a rate in excess of $1 per acre of each acre planted to 
soil-building crops or devoted. to soil-building practices?-A. Yes. 
But the total soil-building payment to the farm cannot exceed 
$1 for each acre of soil-building and soil-conserving crops, or $10 
for the farm, whichever is greater. 

83. Q. How does the acreage in soil-conserving crops a:f!ect the 
soU-building paymen.t?-A. The acreage in son-conserving crops 
plus the acreage of soU-building crops sets the limit of the total 
soil-building payment that may go to the individual farm. 

84. Q. To whom will the soU-building payment be made?-A. To 
the producer who incurred the expense with reference to soil
bullding crops or practices. Where two or more producers incur 
the expense, the soil-building payment shall be divided equally 
between them. 

85. Q. How will the soil-conserving payment be divided?
A. The soil-conserving payment will be divided as follows: 
(a) 37% percent to the producer who furnishes the land; (b) 12% 
percent to the producer who furnishes the work stock and equip
ment· (c) 50 percent to be divided among the producers who a.re 
parti~s to the lease or opera.ting agreement 1n the proportion that 
such producers are entitled to share in 1936 1n those soil-depleting 
crops, or the proceeds thereof, with respect to which the soil
conserving payment 1s made. 

86. Q. Will there be any exception to this rule in the southern 
region?-A. Yes. The Sta.te commitee may recommend a variation 
in the rule, and it will be followed tf approved by the Secretary. 

87. Q. If a producer increases his acreage pla.nted to any soil
depleting crop above the base acreage establlshed for such crop, 
may he st111 receive payments?-A. He may receive payments if he 
has qualified, but an amount will be subtracted from his total 
payment equal to the soil-conserving payment for the excess acre
age, on the same basis that he would have received for diverting 
the same number of acres. This would not apply, however, if the 
excess acreage were used for the production of food and feed crops 
for home consumption. 

88. Q. When will payments be made?-A. As soon as possible 
after the producer has made application and has established proof 
that he has met the conditions of the grant. 

89. Q. In case there are two or more persons entitled to re
ceive payment, will payment be made to each person?-A. Yes. 
Payment will be made by cheek drawn payable to each incUvidua.l, 
owner, landlord, operator, or tenant. 

92. Q. Can a producer pledge anticipated payments?-A. No. 
However, he will be permitted to designate a. Joint payee at the 
time the certificate of performance 1s executed. No document 
other than a properly executed certificate of performance in which 
a joint payee ls indicated will be recognized. No agreement in
dicating pledge or assignment will be recognized. 

93. Q. Can claims for payments be assign.ed?-A. No. 
ADMINISTRATION 

95. Q. What Federal agency will be in charge of the son-conser
vation program for 1936?-A. The Agricultural Adjustment Admin
istration of the United states Department of Agriculture. 

96. Q. How is each producer's acreage and production deter
mined ?-A. From his own reports, which are checked by the com
munity and county committees. 

97. Q. Is any evidence of production required?-A. rt there is · 
any q'Oestion as to the accuracy of the producer's figures. records 
may be called for as proof of production. 

98. Q. What is the purpose of the county associa.tion?-A. Its 
purpose 1s to put the soil-conservation program into successful 
operation. 

101. Q. Will a producer be given the privilege of appealing from 
the decision of the county commtttee?-A. Yes. Appeals from the 
decision of the county committee may be made in. accordance 
with instructions to be issued by the Secretary. 

SELF-RESPECT OF TEACHERS SHOULD BE ENCOURAGED: LIBERTIES 
PRESERVED 

Mr. MAVERICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimaus consent 
to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

TEACHERS HAVE RIGHT TO ORGANIZE--LIKE BANKERS 

Mr. MAVERICK. Mr. Speaker, big business, bankers, in
dustrialists have always been organized. Why not teachers? 
I believe that teachers should comply with the laws of the 
country; that they should obey rules and regulations-but 
that they should not be humiliated or persecuted and they 
should be free people and enjoy the same rights and immu
nities under the Constitution as other people do. 

STUDENTS--THE CHILDREN MOST IMPORTANT IN EDUCATION 

What is the most important factor in education? The 
students, of course. This makes it necessary that teachers 

have a right to teach. 'Ibis, in turn,-necessitates full liberty 
of speech; and that is what they call "academic liberty." We 
should have self-respecting teachers for our children-teach
ers who are free, who are unfettered, and who will tell the 
truth. 

And I make no bones about the fact that I believe that they 
should be well-organized to protect their interests. 

Civil-service employees in the Government have their own 
organizations. Many of them are members of the American 
Federation of Labor and other labor organizations. At any 
rate, they enjoy protection in their employment, in the matter 
of social legislation, and pensions. 

RIGHT TO TEACH TRUTH SHOULD BE PROTECTED 

'I1le teaching profession of this country should, therefore. 
vigorously defend its right to teach. At the same time they 
should protect their own jobs and their own future. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask to proceed for about 

3 minutes. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mi-. SNELL. After the announcement by the majority 

leader. if ·we are going to have any more speeches I think 
we ought to have a quorum. 

Mr. BLANTON. Let me say to the gentleman that I got 
permission from the majority leader. 

Mr. SNELL. But the gentleman did not get permission 
from me. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLANTON. Well, Mr. Speaker, since the minority 
leader objects I ask unanimous consent for leave to extend 
my remarks in the RECORD. I do not want to throw any 
monkey wrenches into the proceedings. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, for fear there will be monkey 
wrenches thrown into the proceedings, I object. 

Mr. BLANTON. Very well, there will be no more unani .. 
mous consents for awhile on your side of the aisle. 

BOARD OF VISITORS-UNITED STATES J4ILITARY ACADEMY 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following 
communication. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
APRIL 1, 1936. 

Bon. JosEPH W. BYRNS, 
Speaker of the House oj Representatives, 

Washington, D. C. 
My DEAR MR. SP!!AKER: .Pursuant to the act of May 17, 1928 

(U. s. c .• title 10, sec. 1052a), I have appointed the following mem
bers of Committee on Military Affairs of the House as members of 
the Board of Visitors to the United States Military Academy: 
Lisn:R HILL of Alabama; ANDREw J. MAY, Kentucky; - EWING 
THoMASON, Texas; CHARLES I. FADDIS, Pennsylvania; MATTHEW J. 
MERitiTT, New j"ork; CHAJU.Es A. PLUMLEY, Vermont; DEWEY SHoRT, 
Missouri; L. c. ARENDs, llllnois. 

Respectfully yours, 
J. J. McSwAIN, Chairman. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as 

follows: 
To Mr. DuNN of Mississippi Cat the request of Mr. BANK .. 

HEAD), for 1 week, on account of illness. in his family. 
To Mr. LucAS, for 2 weeks, on account of important busi

ness. 
To Mr. KRAMER, until Wednesday next, on account of 

death in family. 
ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 3 o'clock and 
53 minutes p. m.) the House. under its previous order, 
adjourned until Monday, April 6, 1936, at 12 o'clock 
meridian. 

EXECUTIVE COMI\IDNICATIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive communications 

were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 
761. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a 

letter from the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, 
dated April 1, 1936, submitting a report, together with ac
companying papers on a. preliminary examination of Lake 
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Champlain, vt., with a view to reopening the channel be
tween East Alburg and West Swanton, authorized by the 
River and Harbor Act approved August 30, 1935; to the Com
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

762. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, 
dated April 1, 1936, submitting a report, together with ac
companying papers on a prel.imin.ary examination of Keaton 
Beach, Taylor County, Fla., and Keaton Beach Harbor, Fla., 
authorized by the River and Harbor Act approved August 
30, 1935; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

763. A letter from the Assistant Secretary of Commerce, 
transmitting part two of the Annual Report of the Commis
sioner of Lighthouses for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1935; 
to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

764. A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, trans
mitting a letter from the Chief of Engineers, United States 
Army, dated March 31, 1936, submitting a report, together 
with accompanying papers on a prel.imin.ary examination of 
Port Orford, Oreg., authorized by the River and Harbor Act 
approved August 30, 1935; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. . 

765. A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmit
ting a letter from the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, 
dated April!, 1936, submitting a report, together with accom
panying papers, on a preliminary examination of Mississippi 
Sound in the vicinity of Pass Christian, Miss., authorized by 
the River and Harbor Act approved August 30, 1935; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

REPORTS OF COMMITI'EES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, 
Mr. COX: Committee on Rules. House Resolution 475. 

Resolution providing for the consideration of Senate Joint 
Resolution 234 authorizing the Senate Special Committee on 
Investigation of Lobbying Activities to employ counsel in 
connection with certain legal proceedings, and for other pur
poses; without amendment <Rept. No. 2366). Referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. KELLER: Committee on the Library. House Joint 
Resolution 525. Joint resolution to enable the United States 
Constitution Sesquicentennial Commission to carry out and 
give effect to certain apprbved plans, and for other purposes; 
with amendment <Rept. No. 2368). Referred to the Com
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WERNER: Committee on Indian Affairs. S. 1318. 
An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to inves
tigate and adjust irrigation charges on irrigation lands 
within projects on Indian reservations, and for other pur
poses; with amendment <Rept. No. 2369). Referred to the 
Committee of the While House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. COSTELLO: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 
8784. A bill to authorize the Secretary of War or the Secre
tary of the Navy to withhold the pay of officers, warrant 
officers, enlisted men, and nurses of the Army, Navy, or Ma-

. rine Corps to cover indebtedness to the United States under 
certain conditions; with amendment (Rept. No. 2370). Re
ferred to the Committee of the VVbole Hou....~ on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. CARTWRIGHT: Committee on Roads. H. R. 11687. 
A bill to amend the Federal Aid Highway Act approved July 
11~ 1916, as amended and supplemented, and for other pur
poses; with amendment <Rept. No. 2371). Referred to the 
~ommittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

REPORTS OF COMMITrEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, 
Mr. PLUMLEY: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 

10785. A bill for the relief of John B. H. Waring; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 2367). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. GAMBRILL: A bill (H. R. 12158) to authorize a 

preliminary examination of the Patuxent River and its tribu
taries in the State of Maryland with a view to the control of 
its floods; to the Committee on Flood Control. 

By Mr. MAAS: A bill <H. R. 12159) to amend section 3 of 
the act entitled "An act to authorize the construction and 
procurement of aircraft and aircraft equipment in the Navy 
and Marine Corps, and to adjust and define the status of the 
operating personnel in connection therewith", approved June 
24, 1926 (44 Stat. 764); to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. STUBBS: A bill <H. R. 12160) to amend the Tariff 
Act of 1930, as amended, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOLAND: A bill (H. R. 12161) to impose taxes on 
fuel oil; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COLMER: A bill <H. R. 12162) to create an addi
tional division of the United States District Court ror the 
Southern District of Mississippi to be known as the Hatties
burg division; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FERGUSON: A bill (H. R. 12163) relative to the 
disposition of public lands of the United States situated in 
the State of Oklahoma between the Cimarron base line and 
the north boundary of the State of Texas; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ELLENBOGEN: A bill (H. R. 12164) to provide 
financial assistance to the States and political subdivisions 
thereof for the elimination of unsafe and insanitary housing 
conditions, for the development of decent, safe, and sanitary 
dwellings for families of low income, and for the reduction 
of unemployment and the stimulation of business activity, to 
create a United States Housing Authority, and for other pur
poses; to the Committee on Banking and CUrrency. 

By Mr. AYERS: Joint resolution <H. J. Res. 557) author
izing distribution to the Gras Ventre Indians of the Fort 
Belknap Reservation, Mont., of the judgment rendered by 
the Court of Claims in their favor; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: Joint resolution <H. J. Res. 558) au
thorizing and requesting the President to extend to govern
ments and individuals an invitation to join the Government 
and the people of the United States in the observance of the 
three hundredth anniversary of the founding of Harvard 
University, whereby higher education was first begun in the 
United States; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. JENKINS of Ohio: Joint resolution <H. J. Res. 
559) to provide funds for the repair of damages to highways 
caused by frosts, to relieve unemployment, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Appropriations. • 

By Mr. MARCANTONIO: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 560) 
to authorize the Secretary of State to appoint a board of 
inquiry to ascertain the facts with respect to the conduct of 
the American Embassy to Brazil in connection with the 
death of Victor A. Barron, an American citizen; to the Com
mittee on Foreign Affairs . 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. CROSS of Texas: A bill <H. R. 12165) for the relief 

of Earl J. Thomas; to the Commitee on Pensions. 
By Mr. HANCOCK of New York: A bill (H. R. 12166) for 

the relief of Mary Daley; to the Committee on Claims. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions and papers were 

laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
10668. By Mr. FULMER: Concurrent resolution of the 

state Legislatw·e of South Carolina, urging the passage of 
legislation that will refund to cotton farmers the taxes 
levied and collected under the Bankhead Act; to the Com
mittee on Agriculture. 
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10669. By the SPEAKER: Petition of the Community 

Councils cJf the City of New Yor~ Inc..; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

10670. Also, petition of Gardner Townsend Club, No. 1, 
Gardner, Mass.; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

SENATE 
SATURDAY, APRIL 4, 1936 

<Legislative day of Monda!/, Feb. 24, 1936) 

The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, on: the expiration 
of the recess. 

THE JOURNAL 

On request of Mr. RoBINSON, and by unanimous consent, 
th~ reading of the Jomnal of the proceedings of the calendar 
day Friday, April 3, 193fi, was dispensed with, 1i.nd the Journal 
was approved. 
VOTE ON PASSAGE OF PACKERS .AND Sl'OCXYARDS BILL-cDRB.ECXION 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. President. I am informed that there is 
an erroneous statement in the RECORD, on page 4804, in con
nection with the vote on Thursday last on the passage of the 
bill (S. 1424) to amend the Packers and Stockyards Act. 
1921. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. McCARllANJ. who is 
now ill, requests me to state that, while it was announced 
that he was paired a.nd if present would vote "nay'' <>n the 
passage of tb~ bill. if he had been .able to be present he WQuld 
have voted "yea." 

CALL OF niE ltOLL 

Mr. LEWIS. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The VICE PRESIDENT, The elerk will call the roll. 
The Chit!! Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names: 
Adams Chavez Johnson Overton 
Aslnm;t Clark Keye; Pittman 
Austin Connally King Pope 
Bachman Coolidge LaFollette Radcillf.e 
Bailey Copeland Lewis Reynolds 
Barbour Couzens Logan RobJnson 
Barkley Davis Lonergan SchweDen bach 
Benson Donahey Long .Sheppard 
Bilbo Duffy .MeG til Shtpstead 
Black Pletcher McKelia.T Smith 
Bone Frazier McN11.ry Stetw~ 
Borah Gibson Malon~ Thomas, Okla. 
Brown Glass Jllnton Thomas, Utah 
Bulkley Gu1fey Moore Truman 
Bulow Hale Murphy Tydings 
Byrd Harrison Murray Vandenberg 
Byrnes Hastings Neely VanNuys 
Capper Hatch Norris Wagner 
Caraway Hayden Nye Walsh 
Carey Holt O'Mahoney Wheeler 

Mr. HATCH. l :announce the absence of my colleague 
{Mr. CHAVEZ], who has been called to New Mexico by the 
serious illness of bis mother. I ask that the announcement 
stand for the day. 

MI. LEWIS. I announce that the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. BANKHEAD]., the Senator from Colorado IMr. CosTIGAN], 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. GERRY], the Senator 
from California I.Mr. McADoo], .a.nd the Senator irom Florida 
[Mr. TRAMMELL] are absent because of illness; and that the 
junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. RuSSELL], my colleague 
the junior Senator from Dlinois [Mr. DlETEJUCH], the Senator 
from Nevada fMr. McCARRANl, the Senator from Oklahoma 
[Mr. GoRE], the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. BURKE], a.nd 
the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr~ GEORGE] are unavoid
ably detained from the Senate. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I annDunce that the .Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. DrcxmsoN], the Senator irom Rhode Island Wr. 'MET
CALF], the Senator from Maine {Mr. WHITE] .. and the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. TowNSEND] are necessarily absent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. 
Megill, one of its clerks, announced that the Honse had 
passed a bill <H. R. 12098) making appropriations for the 
Departments of State and Justice and for the lud.iciary, and 

for the Departments of CQmmerce and Labor, for the fiscal 
year ending .June 30., 1'937, and for other purposes, in which 
it -requested the eoneurr.ence ()f the Senate. 
NONFEDERAL PROJECTS NO'l' FINALLY DISl\PPRQVED (S. DOC. NO. t-93) 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter 
from the Federal Emergency Administrator of Public Works. 
submitting, ln response to Senate Resolution 2'71 (by Mr. 
HAYDEN, .agreed to Mar. 31. 1936), a list of pending non
Federal projects for which no a11ocations have been made 
by the Federal Emergency Administration of Public Works 
and which have not been .finally disapproved by such 
Administration as of March .31, 1936, which., with the 
accompanying report, was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and order-ed to be printed. 

PETITIONS ~ MEMORIALS 

-The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the follow
ing concurrent resolution nf tbe Legislature of the State of 
South C~ which was ordered to He on the table: 
A ~ncurrent resolution .exp:resslng faith .and -confidence 1n Han. 

.J~ J. McSWAIN., Congressman from the Fourth Congressional 
D1str1et 
Whereas it appears from various news items that during recent 

months there have been poUtieal attacks ma~ upon the Honorable 
l. J. Y:oSwAIN, Congressman !rom the Fourth Congressional Dis
trict of this State, such attacks .carrying inslnuatlons and innu
endoes to 'the effect that Congressman McSwAIN is of oommunistie 
lean1ng5 and that his patriotism is questioned; .and 

Whereas the people of tm State know tm..t -such -attacks upon. 
Congressman .McSwAIN are absolutely without any foundation 
whatsoever. and that .his patriotism is -above reproach 1l.tld that m. 
his private and pubUc llfe h-e h'aS at all times demonstrated that he 
is .a deep adYoca.te of true Americanism in accordance with the plan 
of our f.orm .of government: Now, ther-efore, be '1t 

Resolved :Uy the house of '1'epresento.tives (the semz.te .concuning), 
That the general assembly of this State -coD.demns the atta'Cks tha-t 
hal"e been made .on Congressman McSw£IN and 'tlllequivocally state 
that he is a man of the highest typ.e, r.efiecttng the :itleal oi true 
Americanism; be it further 
.Beso~. That a oopy af these r.esotutions be .sent to the pre

siding otficer.s of the U.ntted Btate5 Semite and. the Na.tion:al .House 
of Representames, lmd that a .ropy also be sent to the :Secretary of 
War and to the Honorable J. J. McSwAIN. 

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate a reso
lution -of the Coum;il of the City of Cleveland, Ohio, favor
ing the making -of a $1,500,000,000 w11rk-reli~f appropriation 
for the nat fiscal year .. which was referred to the Commit
tee on Appropriations. 

He also laid bef!>re the Senate a lett.er from Han. Quintin 
Paredes, Resi{ient Commissioner of the Philippines, trans
mitting -copies o! radiograms addressed to the Secretary of 
War by the United States High CommissiQner .to the Philip. 
pines, conta:ining requests {)f the Philippine Coconut Plant
ers Association and an assembly representing eoeonut pro
ducing Provinces in .the Philippines, ior the enactment of 
legislation to repeal the excise tax ()D importations of ooco
nut oil from tbe Philippines used for soap-making -purposes, 
which, with the accompanyjng pa1Jers. was referred to the 
Committee -on Finance. 

He also laid before the Senate a :resolution .of United. 
states Department of Agrieulture Post, No. '36, the Ameri
can Legion. of Washington, D. C.. endorsing the so-called 
Reynolds alien deportation bilL being the bill {S. 4011) ito 
further reduce immigration, to authorize ~ exclusion of 
any alien whose tmtry into the United States is inimical to 
tOO public interest. to prohibit the separation of families 
through the entry of aliens leaving dependents abroad, and 
to provide for the prompt deportation i}f habitual crimi
nals and all other undesir.a.ble aliens, and to provide for the 
registration of all aliens now in the Un:i.red states or who 
shall hereafter be &d.mitted, which was referred to the Com
mittee on Immigration. 

He also laid before the Senate a :resolution adopted by the 
Parliament ()f Community Councils ·Of the City of New York, 
N. Y., endorsing the so-ealled Costigan-Wagner antilynch
ing bill, whi~h was ordered to tie on th~ table. 

Mr. CAPPER presented a petitl'Oll 'Signed by 3l>7 citi2ens, 
being xallroad employees -Of the state oi Kansas, praying Ior 
the enactment of legislation to amend section 4 of the 
'Interstate Commerce Aet, whieh was Teferred to the Com
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 
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